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is an important one. I take it for granted that in 
all trials, to obtain perfect fairness and justice, | 
both the parties to the contest should have fair | 
notice, and an opportunity of being heard. That || 
is precisely what this bill proposes. It gives the || 
Government an opportunity of being heard, and || 
of investigation to prevent imposition; and it also 
gives the claimanta full opportunity of establish- 
ing his claim; and that I regard as one of the best || 
features of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. I would be 
very glad if the gentleman from Missouri would 
state to the House what are the classes of claims 
which are to be embraced by this bill. I think the 
House will be glad to hear precisely what they are. 

Mr. NOELL. I will now endeavor to answer || 
the question of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
For subsistence, for quarters, &c., the officers of || 
the United States Army are now vested with com- 
plete authority to make arrangements with private | 
citizens. I think there is as much granted on that 
point as may be desired. For the purpose of sub- 
sisting the Army, for obtaining provisions, and 
for the purpose of obtaining quarters, any of the 
officers of the Army are now authorized to make 
contracts with private citizens. They can occupy 
places, or purchase provisions, or do anything of 
that kind with private citizens. But this does not 
cover the damages to which this bill looks. For 
instance: | own a plantation in Missouri, and a 
regiment or any portion of the United States forces 
march into that country. Now, I can make ar- 
rangements to furnish them with beef cattle or any 
forage that may be necessary. They can make 
arrangements for occupying any portion of my 





| state it fully. 





land for the use of the troops, but in making these 
arrangements they are confined to the use of the 
premises and the value of what is furnished. If, 
during that occupation, injury results beyond the 
price paid for quarters or for the encampment, or 
the price of the provisions necessary to subsist 
the Army, there are no means provided by law 
by which it can be reached. I do not know of 
any way to make this clear but by giving an illus- 
tration from my own State. 

I will give an instance which occurred to one 
of my own particular friends in my own district, 
a trulydoyal man, and I will give his name. He 
has sent his claim tome. I cannot better explain 
the claims I refer to than by stating his case. His 
name is Read, and he resides upon Black river. 
He has been a Union man from the beginning of || 
this trouble. He is an honest and a thrifty man. 
He started life asa plowboy, and accumulated in 
the course of years a little patrimony and fortune 
of $15,000. He had a good house, good barns, 
good meadows, and fine stock around him. At 
the beginning of the trouble he took most decided 
gromne against secession, and in consequence of 
1is taking that ground, the rebels, under Jeff 
Thompson, made a raid upon him, took away all 
of his stock, his mules, his horses, and his cattle, 
and all his corn out of his crib, and drove him and 
family away from home. Although sixty years 
of age, he enlisted in the United States Army asa 
private, and he went to work to help the Union 
men to restore order by the suppression of the 
rebellion. After awhile Jeff Thompson was driven 
out, and he returned to his own home. He went 
out as a guide and a pilot of General Steele’s army, 
to drive the rebelsout. They encamped upon his 
farm, occupying his broad meadows. They burnt 
all his fences for firewood when they occupied his 

remises. The United States officers certify to his 

aving sustained the losses for which he makes 
claim. They certify to his good conduct. They 
certify what, as officers of the United States, they 
have taken, and that this claim is proper and just, 
but that, under the laws of the land, they are not 
authorized tomake payment. This isan illustra- 
tion of the cases where men have had damage done 
to their premises, and from which property was 
taken, such as fences, because, under the neces- 
sities of the times, the soldiers wanted fuel, and 
must have it. This man’s broad meadows were 
trampled down, and besides all the injury that was 
done to him by the rebels, this additional injury 
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is left without means of support for himself, his 
wife, and children, and we propose, in this bill, 
to provide a remedy for just such cases. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. Whatare 
the items of damage to be included under this bill? 

Mr. NOELL. Damage done by the occupation 
of United States troops under orders of the com- 
manding officer, General Steele. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. 
of soldiers? 

Mr. NOELL. These were made by the orders 
of the officers themselves. The fences were used 
for firewood. It was necessary to have fuel. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. That is the 
question. I want to ask the gentleman whether 
he supposes by this bill we are to include all cases 
of trespass of that sort? It is important, and that 
is the reason of my calling the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to it. 

Mr. NOELL. 
question. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. 


Trespass 


I will answer the gentleman’s 


Let me 
I would distinguish between mere 
matters of trespass and cases of contract on the 
part of the Government; but I would not embrace 


| anything in the bill of indemnity for injury sus- 
| tained by reason of the trespass of the United 


States troops, orany individual member of a corps. 
Mr. NOELL. I supposed my friend was too 
old and too good a lawyer not to distinguish be- 
tween a trespass and the class of claims of which 
I have been speaking. I ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts whether he calls it a trespass when 
a military officer makes his encampment in my 
meadow, by which it is destroyed? Does the gen- 
tleman call that, in time of war, a trespass? 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. I do not; 
but the destroying of fences by soldiers may be a 
trespass. My question is, if you embrace a rea- 
sonable compensation for the use of land, you are 
also going to pay for the burning of fences. If the 
gentleman had retained his good law, he would 
have seen what it was. 

Mr. DAWES. I will ask my colleague a ques- 
tion. The question is this: inasmuch as it is com- 
petent for the next Congress to enlarge or circum- 
scribe the rule by which they mean to make 
compensation to sufferers, whether it would not 
be worth while, as a mere matter of self-defense, 
to preserve in some way the evidence touching 

articularly the losses and damages which have 
one sustained, so that when the time comes to 
make compensation, the Government will have it 
in its power to discriminate, and to say which 
belonged to one class and which belonged to an- 
other. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Massachusetts. My view 
of that matter is this: that Congress, before it un- 
dertakes to settle these claims arising from the 
war, ought, on the most mature consideration, to 
settle the principle by which they are to be con- 
trolled. It would be an act of no particular justice 
to any individual to allow him to come before this 


court, to be at the expense of proving his claim, || 


and then to come to Washington for the purpose 
of prosecuting that claim again in Congress. Vou 
have no assurance beforehand that after the claim 
shall have been established as to the facts,it shall 
be held good inlaw. ‘Therefore, my impression 
has been that previous to the next session of Con- 
gress, or after we shall have seen something of the 
nature and extent of these damages, we shall be 
better able to fix a rule. If it were a question of 
mere law, Congress would of course answer that 
it would pay every,claim which should be ad- 
vanced, however great the amount; but when we 
seek to depart from the strict rule of law,and say 
what we should equitably pay, we ought to have 
the full facts before us, so as to be able to determ- 
ine how far indemnity should be made. 

Mr. DAWES. [| agree with my colleague, and 
have agreed with him in all that he has advanced 


|| was done to him by the United States troops. He | 





| 








from time to time, as to what should be the rule | 


that would govern us at this time if we were fix- 
ing the compensation. I do not know of any 
suggestions that I have heard fall from him on 


! 


| amount of hundreds of dollars. 


that point from which I differ. If I mistake the 
spirit and scope of this bill, then the bill ought to 
be so amended as to be very different from what 
my colleague thinks it to be. I am not prepared 


now, and I do not think that either my colleague 


or myself can be prepared at the next session, to 
lay down a rule, and to say that all cases which 
come within that rule shall be compensated, and 
that those outside of it shall not be compensated. 
l agree with my colleague that we cannot now, 
and I do not think that we can next session, as- 
certain the full length and breadth and magnitude 
of the damages sustained by good loyal men in 
the different phases and features of this war, But 
beyond all that, and of vastly more importance 
to the Government than all that, is it that the Gov- 
ernment shall have on its records in some shape 
reliable testimony with which it can protect itself 
against frauds, or against the absence of testimony. 
In the absence of the true facts in a case, Con- 
gress may be deceived, may be mistaken, in par- 
ticular cases. It is with that view that [ am striv- 
ing to devise some method by means of a bill by 
which Congress may be protected hereafter from 
that long line of cases with which it has been pur- 
sued from the Revolution and the war of 1812 
down to this day. Thatis my sole purpose and 
object. Lam not devising a means by which to 
compensate to-day men for the damages that they 
have sustained. It cannot be done to-day. The 
Treasury cannot do it, we cannot do it, and this 
bill, if Lunderstand it right, does not provide that 
it shall be done. 

Mr. NOELL. I do not propose, myself, Mr. 
Speaker, to say how far Congress should go in 
the way of compensating claims for damages sus- 
tained. I agree entirely with my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] that we ought to pro- 
vide some means of ascertaining the justice of 
these claims. Congress can, hereafter, when these 
cases come up legitimately, discriminate, passing 
such claims as it believes ought to pass, and re- 
jecting such claims as it believes ought not to pass. 

I desire, in further response to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Tuomas,] to call his 
attention to this question of trespass which he has 
raised, and to give to him what I understand to 
be the distinction between a trespass, such as 
he speaks of, and the class of claims which we 

yropose to adjust by the machinery of this bill. 

hen an officer in the Army of the United States, 
in the negessary and proper discharge of his du- 
ties as such, goes on the premises of a loyal man, 
where military operations are being conducted, 
and takes possession of those premises by virtue 
of his authority, appropriates everything about 
them for the use of his army, erects his camps 
and barracks about those premises, the necessary 


| incidental damages that may be sustained by rea- 


son of such occupation are not trespasses. They 
arise from the very necessity of the case. They 
are such things as must necessarily occur, and can- 
not be prevented by the officer or anybody else. 
For instance, meadow may be of very liitle value 
to the Government, bat the occupation of a man’s 
meadow land by troops may injure him to the 
i do not call that 

trespass. I call it incidental injury arising from 
the necessary occupation of the premises. Sol- 
diers must have fuel to cook their food, and if 
fences are taken for the purpose, I do not call that 
a trespass. It is a necessary and unavoidable in- 
jury. Soldiers cannot be sent six or eight miles 
from their camp to cut down fuel when they can 
have itnearthem. When these things occur, jus- 
tice, ee every instinct of right and good 
feeling, should impel Congress to see that these 
persons, thus desolated and injured, are righted. 
Weare Mi engaged in this great struggle to save 
the existence of the nation. We have all acom- 


| mon interest in this great struggle, on which hu- 


man liberty itself is depending. Is it right, is it 
just, is it generous for us to say to the few indi- 
viduals who have had the misfortune to reside on 
the track of this terrible war, that they must sus- 
tain all their losses; that we ourselves have suf- 
fered nothing; that we have enjoyed our privileges 
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away from the scenes of danger; that our wives 
and children have been comfortably provided for, 
and that these poor sufferers must submit to their 
hard fortune? Is that the generosity and mag- 
nanimity of the people of the United States? I 
say no. The man who would put on record his 
vote against indemnity to these persons, would 
have his name handed down to posterity as an 
enemy to his race, and not entitled to the sym- 
pathy or affection of a great and magnanimous 
people. I do not pretend to say that all who op- 
pose this billarein thatcategory. Gentlemen may 
find causes of objection to this bill. But the men 
who now take the ground that these claims are not 
to be adjusted, who will oppose this measure—not 
proposing any better one in its stead—cannot here- 
after, in my judgment and belief, lay claim to the 
character of just and generous men. 

1 do not make these remarks on account of the 
fact that a great many of these depredations have 
been committed in my own State. 
that I have gota soul to feel for my fellow-men 
wherever they may be. I would extend the same 
sympathy and justice toward northern men who 
have suffered as I would to our own people, for 
I have no sectional feeling. 


Mr.SHELLABARGER. Thegentleman from 








I thank God | 


Missouri has stated his willingness to extend to | 
every portion of the country the same justice which 


he claims for what he calls the border States. I 
have had a very great difficulty, I acknowledge, 
about this bill. It relates to the same matter to 


which the gentleman from Massachusetts alludes. | 
It is as to how far this Government is to goin the || 


extension of indemnity to sufferers during the war. 
By the interdiction of commerce and trade between 
the two sections of the country which occurred at 
the commencement of this war, trade was entirely 
annihilated. ‘The result of that was the destruc- 


tion of immense property interests in ships, in | 


commerce, in articles of trade provided for south- 
ern supplies, and losses of millions of debt, per- 


haps to theamountof$300,000,000; that, however, | 


not resuluing so necessarily and directly from Re 
action of the Government as from causes to which 
| first referred. Now, will the gentleman from 
Missouri vote for a bill by which all the ship-own- 


ers of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia shall 


be compensated for the destruction of trade and 
the destruction of ships which arose out of the in- 
terdict ofcommerce? In other words, how far will 
the gentleman go to make the indemnity universal? 

| Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE obtained the floor. 

Mr. NOELL. Will the gentleman allow me 
to answer that question? 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NOELL. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman, | will reply tothe question of thegentleman 


from Ohio. I willsay tothe gentleman that where | 
ever, in the necessary military operations of the | 


country, the property of northern men, whether 
ships, vessels, gr any other kind of property, has 
been seized upon, occupied, or destroyed for mili- 


tary purposes, I will vote for a bill of indemnity. | 
But I do not ask any man in this House to vote to 


make up to us the losses sustained in the value of 








our lands and property which have resulted inci- | 


dentally from this war. 
far in favor of my constituents.. But wherever 
property, as a military necessity, has been taken 


I ask no man to go that | 


for military purposes and occupied, destroyed, or | 


damaged in the prosecution of the war, I will vote 











for a bill to satisfy northern men for such claims. || 


For incidental losses I claim nothing in behalf of 
my constiluents. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 
Mr. OLIN. 


[rise to a privileged question. 


I 


move that when this House adjourns, it adjourn || 


until Monday next. 


: ea aras | 
The SPEAKER. The geutleman cannot take 


the floor from the gentleman from Kentucky to 
make that motion. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I have no objection to the 
gentleman making that motion. 

Mr. OLIN. IL submit that motion. 

Mr. STEVENS demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was put; and it was decided in the | 


affirmative—yeas 61, nays 57; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Ancona, Ashley, Baily, Baxter, 
Beaman, Biddie, Francis P. Biair, Blake, Calvert, Camp- 
bell, Casey, Cobb, Frederick A. Conkling, Roscoe Conk- 
ling, Cox, Crisfield, Crittenden, Davis, Delano, Delaplaine, 





| F. Thomas, Francis Thomas, Train, Van Valkenburgh, 


| merits deserve until this discussion commenced. 


| gentleman from New York, (Mr.Sepewick.]} Ido 
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Diven, Duell, Dunn, Fenton, Fisher, Fouke, Franchot, 
Grider, Haight, Hale, Hall, Harding, Holman, Johnson, 
Kelley, Francis W. Kellogg, Kerrigan, Knapp, Law, 
Leary, Mallory, Maynard, Menzies, Morris, Noell, Olin, | 
Potter, Sedgwick, Shellabarger, Sloan, Stiles, Benjamin 


Vibbard, Voorhees, Wheeler, Whaley, and Wright—61. 
NAYS—Messrs. William Allen, Alley, Babbitt, Baker, 
Jacob B. Blair, Samuel 8. Blair, Buffinton, Chamberlin, | 
Clark, Corning, Dawes, Dunlap, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Eng- | 
lish, Fessenden, Frank, Hutchins, Lansing, Lazear, Loo- 


mis, Lovejoy, Low, MePherson, Mitchell, Justin S. Mor- |} 


rill, Nixon, Norton, Nugen, Patton, Perry, ‘Timothy G. | 
Phelps, Porter, Price, John H. Riee, Edward H. Rollins, 
Shanks, Sheffield, Sherman, Shiel, Smith, Spaulding, 
Stratton, Trimble, Trowbridge, Van Horn, Verree, Wads- 
worth, Wall, Wallace, Walton, Washburne, Chilton A. 
White, Wickliffe, Windom, and Woodruff—57. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

During the call, 

Mr. COLFAX stated that had he been in his 
seat when his name wascalled he would have voted | 
in the negative. 

Mr. OLIN moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the motion was agreed to; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REBELLION LOSSES——-AGAIN. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. ¢ 
Speaker, that the purposes and objects of this bill | 
seent not to have received that attention which its | 





Perhaps I ought to regret more that upon a ques- 
tion of this kind, the right of property in slaves in 
this country should have been introduced by the 


not intend to discuss that question with him, for 
if a man has lived to his age, and attained his po- 
sition, and has not learned the history of his coun- 
try judicially, legislatively, and diplomatically, 
upon the subject of the right of property in slaves; 
if he is one of those who are governed by a higher 
law which he himself does not obey, and has not 
discovered that the right of property in slaves has 
been recognized by the United States, by all de- 
partments of the Governmentat home and abroad, 
| know that nothing I can say, or that any other 
man can say in this House, will have any influ- 
ence with him. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I would inquire 
if the morning hour has expired. 

The SPEAKER. Ithas. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Then I move 
that the House proceed to the business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr, WICKLIFFE. Then I will hereafter take 
up the nigger where I leave him. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FENTON. I submit to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania whether it would not be better to 
proceed with the consideration of this bill until 
the speech of the gentleman from Kentucky is 
concluded, and then press the bill to a vote to-day. 

Mr. STEVENS. The House does not seem dis- 
posed to work on Saturdays, and what little ime 
we have I propose to devote to business. 

The motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF BILL. 

So the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Dawes in the chair,) and proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the special order, being the bill (H. 
R. No. 531) increasing temporarily the duties on 
imports, and. for other purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. By unanimous 
consent I desire to offer some amendments to parts 
of the “bill preceding the ninth section, which is 
the section under consideration now. 

After line thirty-four, page 12, I move to insert, 
‘‘coceulus indicus, 10 cents per pound.’’ I pre- 
sume there will be no objection to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to in- 
sert, after the word ** pound ’’ page 12, line forty- 
two, the words ‘* Rochelle salts, 15 cents per 
pound.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to insert, 
page 14, line eighty-four, after the werd *‘gallon,”’ 
the words “‘mustard, not salad, 25 cents per gal- 
lon; salad, 50 cents per gailon.’’ 

The ameidment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. | move to insert, 
after line one hundred and tweniy-eight, page 15, 








I regret very much, Mr, || 


June 27, 


the words “‘sugar of lead, 4 cents per pound; 
| tartar emetic, 15 cents per pound.” 
| The amendment was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
| The committee rose informally, and the House 


|| received a message from the Senate, by Mr. For- 


ney, their Secretary, announcing to the House 
| that the Senate had concurred in the report of the 
| committee of conference upon the bill (S. No. 171) 
| to reorganize the Navy Department of the United 
States. 

Also, that the Senate had passed a bill to prevent 
members of Congress and officers of the Govern- 
mentfrom taking aconsideration for procuring con- 
tracts, office, or place, from the United States; in 
which the concurrence ofthe House wasrequested. 
| The committee resumed its session. 


| TARIFF BILL—AGAIN. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On page 15, line 

| one hundred and twenty-six, | move to amend by 

| strikingout**two,’’and inserting *‘three;’’sothatit 

shall read, ‘*mustard, brown, 3 cents per pound.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In line twenty- 
six, page 23, | move to strike out **50 cents,’’ and 
insert ** $1;”’ and in lines seventy-eight and sev- 
enty-nine, to strike out ‘*75 cents per cubic foot,”’ 
and insert ‘* 40 per cent. ad valorem; on all man- 
ufactures of marble, marble paving tiles, and mar- 
ble dressed or polished, 50 per cent. ad valorem;”’ 
so that the clause shall a 


On marble, white statuary, in block, rough, squared, or 
sawed, $1 percubic foot; veined marble, and marble of all 
other descriptions, not otherwise provided for, in block, 
rough, squared, or sawed, 40 per cent. ad valorem; on all 
manufactures of marble, marble paving tiles, and marble 
dressed or polished, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to say 
that when this bill was under consideration the 
last timea mistake was made by placing an amend- 
| ment ina wrong place. I now move to amend 
by striking out on page 16, line one hundred and 
thirty-six, the words ** glycerine and sulphate of 
ammonia,’? and by inserting after the word 
‘*forms,’’ in line one hundred and thirty-eight, the 
words ‘* ammonia and sulphate and carbonate of 
ammonia;”’ so that it shall make the duty on that 
article 20 per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to amend 
by inserting, iv line one hundred and forty-six, 
same page, afterthe word “santonine,’’the words, 
**and glycerine;’’ so that it will subject both arti- 
cles to 30 per cent ad valorem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to amend 
by striking out of line eleven, page 17, the words 
‘* antimony, tartrate of.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On page18,I move 
to strike out line twenty, as follows, ‘*cocculus in- 
dicus,’’ it having been inserted at a specific rate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On page 18, line 
ten, I move to strike out *‘ and mustard seed,”’’ 
and insert, before * rape seed,’’ the word ¥ and;”’ 
so that it will read, ** on linseed, flax seed, hemp 
seed, and rape seed oil, 3 cents per gallon.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in on page 2], after 
line thirty-five: 

On acorn coffee and dandelion root, raw or prepared and 
all other articles used or intended to be used as coffee ora 


substitute for coffee and not otherwise provided for, 4 
cents per pound. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL. On page 26, in line fifty-three, 
after the word *‘worsted,’’ | move to insert **wool, 
mohair, or goat’s hair,’’ and strike out in lines 
fifty-four and fifty-five the words ‘and all dress 
goods composed of worsted and cotton, or wool 
and cotton;’’ so that the clause will read : 


On all delaines, cashmere delaines, muslin delaines, ba 
rege delaines, coinposed wholly or in part of worsted, wool, 
mohair, and goat’s hair, and on all goods of similar descrip- 
tion, not exceeding in value 40 cents per square yard, 3 
cents per square yard. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On page 26, line 
thirty-five, I move toinsert after the word ** belts,”’ 
the words “ or felts;’’ so that the clause will read, 
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‘on endless belts or felts for paper, and blanket- 
ing for printing machines, 5 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.MORRILL,of Vermoni. I move to insert 
on page 27, after jine sixty-three, the words, **on 
coir flooring and carpeting, 5 per cent.advalorem.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
bate has not been limited on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate is confined to 
the bill, but the debate under the hour rule has 
not been closed. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Mr. Chairman, 
there is a motion pending to reconsider the vote of 
the House by which the statement of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the 2d of June, in regard 
to the national debt, was ordered to be printed. 
That motion to reconsider opens up the whole ques- 
tion of the public debt. The pending bill, now a 


I believe that de- | 


special order, is arevenue measure, and whatever | 


relates to the revenue, debt, and expenditures of 
theGovernmentis pertinent tothe debate. Instead, 


then, of calling up the motion to reconsider, I pro- | 


pose now to discuss the question of debt, revenue, 
expenditure, and liabilities. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio if he ingends to confine 
the discussion to the present bill. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 


revenue and expenditure. 
Mr. MORRILL,of Vermont. I think the discus- 
sion oughtto be strictly confined to the present bill. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I desire to have 
this question settled before I proceed, because I 
have a right, by calling up the motion to recon- 
sider, to occupy the time of the House, but I prefer 


todiscuss the question in Committee of the Whole. | 


It will be precisely the same thing in the end. 

Mr. STEVENS. [understand that the gen- 
tleman intends to discuss the bill. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Inconnection with 
the question I have indicated. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman knows what 
is in order, and I presume he will discuss the bill 
in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the rule requiring debate to be strictly con- 
fined to the pending question means to the partic- 
ular items and to the amount to be raised by those 
items. It hardly opens up the whole question of the 
public indebtedness or of the public liability. Itis 
a question of how far it can be met by those items. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I desire, first, to 
suggest that [ have an unquestionable right to 
discuss the expenditures and revenues of the 
Government upon a bill raising revenue. It is 
utterly impossible to determine whether the bill 
ought to pass or not, until you have ascertained the 
amount of the expenditures of the Government 
and the amount of revenue needed to meet them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the debate must have reference to the effect 
of these items upon the public revenue, and how 
far te go to meet the public indebtedness. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Does the Chair say 
that it would not be in order for me to discuss the 
general question of tariffs for protection or revenue? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that it would not be in order to discuss it outside 
of the particular measures proposed in this bill or 
the particular items. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I have very can- 
didly stated the purpose which I had in taking the 
floor. Itis unnecessary for me to proceed any 
further under that decision of the Chair; but as 
soon as the House goes out of committee, I shall 
call up the motion to reconsider and discuss the 
whole subject. 

oa CHAIRMAN. The Chair will read the 
rule: 


66 In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union”? 


” ** all debate on special orders shall be 
confined strictly to the measure under consideration.” 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. That is just pre- 
cisely what I propose to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that there is some force in these words, ** strictly 
to the measure under consideration.”? While the 
Chair would regret exceedingly to have to restrict 
the gentleman in his remarks, he would feel com- 
panes if called upon, to rule that he must confine 

imself strictly to the features of this bill. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Then I surrender 


the floor. 


* 


Certainly; but a | 
revenue measure opens up the whole question of | 








THE CO 


Mr. WARD. | offer the following amendment 


to the ninth section of the bill: 
















Strike out the words ** wholly or in part,”’ and insert after 
the word “ worsted,’’ the words * and cotton,” in line fifty 
three; in line fifty-six, strike out the word “ forty,’ and 
insert the word “ fifteen”? in lieu thereof; and in lines fifty 
six and fifty-seven, strike out the words **3 cents per 
square yard,’ and insert in lieu thereof the words * 10 per 
cent. ad valorem.” 

Mr. Chairman, I understand from the honorable 
member from Vermont [Mr. Moraixy] that this 
is designed to be a tariff for revenue. ‘This tariff 
bill has been thrown into the House very hastily. 
I have sought diligently, since it has been before | 
the Committee of Ways and Means, to obtain 
some information that l might communicate to my 
constituents, in order that we might have a proper, 
fair, and just understanding of the subject, but | 
was utterly unable, until the bill was reported to 
the House, to ascertain what its provisions were. 
The consequence is that we are now forced to 
discuss the points in a very hasty and unsatis- 


interested in this question of a tariff, and I should | 
have been gratified to have had some opportunity to | 
carefully examine and digest the various sections of 
the bill in consultation with those gentlemen who 

are to be most affected by them. lam, however, | 
obliged to throw myself hastily upon the indul- | 
gence of the House in presenting the few proposi- 
tions, in the form of amendments, which I desire 
to offer. Ido not understand this to be a tariff 
for revenue, but a tariff of prohibition, and I think 
most of its provisions indicate that. 

Now, the constituency which I represent has a | 
very large interestin this subject. I suppose that 
notless than 70 percent. of the importations in 1861 | 
came into the port of New York. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM, I am obliged to 
rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman wiii state it. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The gentleman 
from New York will pardon me, | know. I un- 
derstand him to be discussing, not the particular 
items of the bill, but the subject of revenue and 
protection. I understood the decision of the Chair 
to be, that when a bill was made the special order 
the debate must be confined tothe items of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from New York to be discussing | 
the question whether these particular items are of 
one class of revenue measures or of another. The 
Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Well, | proposed 
to discuss that myself somewhat, too. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood the 
gentlemen to propose to occupy a much broader 
field. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Tothe decision of 
the Chair | bow very submissively. 

Mr. WARD. Ido not propose to discuss any 
question utside of this bill, and I intend that the 
tenor of my remarks shall be specifically directed 
to it. I was merely explaining why the constitu- 
ency which I represent is very materially inter- 
ested in the amendments I intend to propose. 
There is every disposition on the part of the com- 
mercial community to submit to a very large in- 
crease of duties; but, tomy mind, there are many 
provisions in the bill, among them the one to 
which I offered my amendment, which are rather 
prohibitory in their character, and the effect will 
be to diminish the revenues of the Government. 
The effect of the tariff bill of March, 1861, was 
to diminish largely the revenues of the Govern- 
mentin the portof New York. ‘This bill, instead 
of being a bill to create a revenue, is to prohibit 
importation. The evil effect of such a measure is 
not confined to my city, butextends as well to the 
western section of the country. The continuance 
of the prohibitive element in this bill will create a 
complete revolution in public sentiment. 

In relation to this amendment I would say that 
the articles referred to now pay a duty of 30 per 
cent., and it is proposed to add 3 cents a square 
yard. As the goods imported now are chiefly of 
those qualities which cost from 2d. to 5d. sterling, 
the additional duty will be equal to from 40 per 
cent. on the lowest in value to 20 per cent. on the 
highest, and this, added to the duty now levied will 
make the rates from 70 per cent. to 50 per cent. ac- 
cording to the cost of the fabric at and between the 
prices of 2d. to 5d. sterling. The advance on goods 
costing over 5d. and under the 40 centsa square 
yard will be 20 per cent., down to 10 per cent.; but | 
as there are very few goods of this class imported | 
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which would cost as high 40 cents a square yard, 





| largely interested in this trade. 
| that the House will agree to my amendment. 





the project would bear mainly on the low cost, and 
thus our poor and laboring citizens would be com- 
pelled to bear the heaviest part of the tax. 

My opinion, then, in relation to the goods af- 
fected in the lines indicated, is that they will not 
bear an additional duty of over 10 per cent. ad 
valorem for those which cost less than 10 cents a 
square yard; and for those which cost above that, 
5 per cent. ad valorem. Even with this addition, 
many of the finer grades of worsted and cotton 
fabrics would be driven out of the market because 
the duties would be increased by the premium on 
specie, now 9 per cent., and the cost of the goods 
enhanced by the exorbitant rates of exchange, 
now 7} per cent. above the usual advance taken 
to establish the cost of goods and which, with the 
premium on specie, would be equal to about 10 
per cent, to add to any duty which may be im- 


| posed. This 10 per cent. (about) will operate on 
j | allimported goods, and should not be lost sight of. 
factory manner. The city of New York is largely | 


Thus those goods which under this new project 
would pay 70 per cent. ostensibly, would really 
have to sustain 80 per cent., besides all other 
charges, which are equal to about 15 per cent. ad- 
ditional, making in all 95 per cent.! These are 
all facts, without a shade of exaggeration, and are 
deserving of mature consideration. 

There is another objection to this, The imposi- 
tion of the duty on the square yard is objection- 
able. The 10 per cent. which I propose would, in 
my judgment, yield a larger revenue than we 
sheuld have under the proposed section. It would 
be fair and just, and a sufficient advance on the 
present duties. I think it is all that this House 
should ask from the city of New York, which is 
I therefore hope 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from New York whether he knows 
and will state the duty at present imposed on this 
article ? 

Mr. WARD. LI have the tariff here. 

"Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is obvious to 
the committee that the gentleman. from New York 
does not understand what the present duty on the 


| article is. 


Mr. WARD. I presumed the gentleman might 
himself be informed on the subject. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I wanted to see 
whether the gentleman understood the question he 
was discussing, being curious to know how he 
made out the aggregate duty these articles are to 
bear, not knowing what they now bear. 

Mr. WARD. | have before me the tariff act of 
March, 1861. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I know very 
well what the present duty is, but I desired to as- 
certain whether the gentleman from New York 
understood the subject about which he was talk- 
ing—this subject of the present duty on delaines. 
The duty is really less than on almost any other 
kind of woolen, worsted, or silk goods. On de 
laines there is but 25 per cent. ad valorem on gray, 
and 5 per cent. more on colored at the present 
time. We tax the cotton put into these goods one 
halfcenta pound,and we also tax the manufactur- 
ers 3 per cent. on their products; and yet last year 
the manufacturers of muslin delaines in this coun- 
try, in the absence of all such internal taxes, were 
not able to realize a single picayune of profit from 


| that branch of business. ‘This class of goods are 


more largely consumed at present than any other 
class of dress goods made in the country—calicoes, 
perhaps, not excepted. It is true that the Ameri- 
can manufacturers are only able to make a very 
few descriptions of this style of goods; but what 


_ they do make are of an excellent quality. In the 


words of the old English novelist, they are made 
not so much with reference to beauty as to qual- 
ities that will wear well, although ny no means 
deficient in style and artistic finish, hey cannot 
be manufactured at the rates for which goods used 
as substitutes, nominally cheaper but in fact much 


| dearer, are manufactured in England, France, or 


| fabrics which take the 


Jelzium. I have on my desk samples of varicus 
he place of American goods, 

and I invite gentlemen to examine them, with the 
amountat which they were invoiced and imported 
here, and to judge for themselves whether or not 
they were We pl invoiced, and if se, whether 
the duty which we now propose, of 3 cents per 
square yard—which is only 2 cents on the running 
yard—is more than sufficient as a purely revenue 
measure. I admit that on those goods which only 


we 
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cost from 2d. and 3d. to 5d. and 6d. per yard, this 
duty will amount to a large percentage. But the 
sum totai is very small, and no more than reason- 
able. [tis utterly impossible, so small is the actual 
cost or the invoice d cost, to give any protection 
to those who manufacture competing American 
goods exc pt by a square yard duty. 


ij 


Mr. F. A. CONKLING. I desire to inquire of | 
the gentleman from Vermont, whether he is speak- | 


ing of muslin delaines or of barege delaines? 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am speaking 

of the goods which take the place of dress goods 

of this description, 


of a certain description of goods, and perhaps it 
was the same intelligent gentleman who inspires 
the gentleman [Mr. Warp] in his remarks, and 


I had the pleasure to exhibit | 
to one of the gentleman’s constituents a sample || 


in his amendment on this subject, as the points | 


made seem a little familiar. 
merchant, and an expertin the business. I asked 
him to say what such goods really ought to have 
been invoiced at. 
circumstances, and in the present depressed state 
of business, they might re, have been in- 
voiced at 8 cents per yard. I then put the ques- 
tion to him whether, if invoiced at a low rate, it 
must not have been a fraudulent invoice, or an 


He is an eminent | 


tle said that under favorable | 


invoice understated. He stated emphatically that | 


would be the conclusion. 
they were, in fact, invoiced was but 5} cents— 
the difference being much more than the additional 
duty we propose. At the present time England 
produces much the largest portion of these godt. 

Mr. WARD. Will the gentleman from Ver- 
mont allow me? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. WARD. I ask the gentleman from Ver- 


mont what class of delaines are manufactured in 


this country ? . 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the gentle- 
man from New York will come to my desk I will 
show him the samples of such as are made here. 
They are made of worsted and cotton. 

Mr. WARD. I can tell the gentleman the 
duties which these goods pay; but I wanted to 
ask him the question. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The whole num- 
ber of spindles in England is something like 
28,000,000, while in all the rest of the world there 
are only 23,000,000. 

Mr. WARD. Ido not understand the honor- 
able gentleman from Vermont to answer my ques- 


tion as to what delaines are manufactured in this | 


country. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
stated that. 

Mr. WARD. 
answer. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. They are de- 
laines made of woolen, or worsted and cotton. 

Mr. WARD. Lasked the character of the goods 
manufactured in this country. We have cash- 
mere delaines, -muslin delaines, and barege de- 
laines. Now, I wish to know what description 
of delaines are manufactured in this country ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have already 
said that no delaines are manufactured in this coun- 
try composed of silk to any extent whatever— 
none but the common or cheapest styles. Now, 
sir, | have a sample here, containing silk in it, 
which was purchased abroad at 5} d. sterling, per 
yard, and which, therefore, comes seriously into 
competition with the goods manufactured in this 
country. bdo not suppose it is possible, even were 
it desirable, to prevent the importation of a large 
amount of these goods; but I do desire to keep in 
existence the manufacturing establishments for 
this description of goods in this country, while we 
may very properly at the same time obtain a trifle 
more revenue. ‘Therefore I am in favor of fixing 
the duty at such a rate as shall prevent the crush- 
ing out of our infant establishments, and certainly 
increase the tax upon foreign capitalists and foreign 
manufacturers. During the last year these goods 
have been pressed upon our market from abroad, 
almost regardless of price, in consequence of the 
market being overstocked at home. [tis wellknown 
that in certain classes of manufacturing establish- 
ments, when they have made all they can out of 


I have already 


I did not hear the gentleman’s 


they dispose of the stock still on hand for whatever 
they can sell it for, because if they go over until 
the next year they go out of fashion. Such goods 
on hand in large manufacturing establishmentsare, 
therefore, frequently sent ta this country, to be 


The price at which | 








| . 
|| tures than any other State in New En 
|| Massachusetts alone. 


| also a large manufacturing State. 
the market for the season at fair market prices, |} 








| ever they do bring is of less consequence than that 
they should be out of the way of disturbing the 
profits of their home market. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
vast amount of woolen and worsted goods which 


States. The total amount of woolens exported to 
the United States, including flannels, blank 

| pets, and worsted goods, in 1859, from England, 
| was over $4,000,000. In 1860 it was almost 
, $4,000,000. And in respect to such goods aboutone 
| third the trade of England with the whole world is 


| from England, of mixed stuffs, flannels, blankets, 


ets,car- | 


with this country. Why, sir, we imported in 1859 | 


and carpets, 55,607,009 yards, and 143,089 pieces | 


of woolen cloths; and in 1860 the amount imported 
was 52,537,607 yards, and 127,834 pieces. Since 
then our disturbed internal affairs have interrupted 
| all descriptions of foreign trade. 

| England manufactures not only a very lar; 
| amountof wool, but increases it by 45,000,000 of 
| pounds of woolen rags or shoddy, or an amount 
| nearly equal to the entire clip of wool in the Uni- 





large | 
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| sold at auction for what they will bring, and what- | duty some 40 per cent. for the lower grades, and 


| to the higher grades 20 per cent. 1 submit to the 


1 committee whether these are not too high rates, 


| and whether the addition of 10 per cent., which 
my amendment proposes, is not adequate. 


are manufactured abroad and sent to the United || 





Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The gentleman 
from New York, jn stating the present rates of 


| duty, I apprehend, refers to the revised tariff, and 


not,to the law. He will find on reference to the 
law itself, that the duty is uniform on all grades 


| of delaines at 25 per cent. for the gray or uncol- 


ored, and 30 per cent. for the colored or printed. 

Mr. WARD. I think the duty is 25 per cent. 
on one description and 30 on the others. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Inasmuch as the 
gentleman has stated the rate of duty, I desire to 
read the law, which will show that he has stated 
it incorrectly. 


Mr. WARD. I shall be glad to be corrected 


| if lam wrong. 








ted States; and of such manufactures | suppose | 
we get rather more than our proportion. It must | 
| also be remembered that at the present time the 
| English are hardly able to maintain themselves 
| against the rapidly-rising French, Belgian, and 
| German competition in woolen eloths. But she 
| supplies us with cloth and wool, too; our imports 
| from there being 5,966,667 pounds in 1859, and 
| 9,982,755 pounds in 1861. The tables I have show 
that, for woolen goods, we furnish one of the 
largest markets in the world. 

n relation to the general manufactures of the 
country, let me say that there is a great error in 
supposing the manufactures of the United States 
are confined mostly to New England. I ask the | 
attention of the House to the following table upon 
this subject, compiled from the census report: 
Value of products of industry in the loyal States in the year 

ending June |, 1860. 
| aid csinntigsteanss ules cbbee et $36,000,000 
| New Hampshire .......... seserecveres cece 45,000,000 
nies ebtean bene oene ee 16,000,000 
| Massachusetts ......ccccccee re UU, 
| RPP er ° 48,000,000 
| Connecticut ......... a ssesdeceod ssecee cove 83,000,000 
Total in New England............ os pees 495,000,000 
OW WONMcn0nss ccceccncccrses $398,000,000 
POMNGVIVANIA ..cccescesscocsce 285,000,000 
OW FONOP. vc ccicnccdiececces 81,000,000 
OCRRWTRIG . on ccccsssces csecsece 10,000,000 
Blaryland ....iececeses eehabep - 42,975,000 
District of Columbia......... ° 4,625,000 
Total in middle States...........0es00- - 821,600,000 
ONIO .ccccecccccsceccerce-coce $124,000,000 
Indiana ...... sath wnccinsadate 43,000,000 
GMimOIA..rccncsece veveee eseee 57,000,000 
Michigan........+s06. Ceecsces 35,000,000 
Ck eS Se 29,000,000 
Minnesota......... betes webees 3,610,000 
Pics ctndsnete cs céneaes 14,888,000 
5 NE i iit anne tine varthheone 43,578,000 
DES oo065h66)2 Sean oncave 36,333,000 
ED bins 6 s06 he sone tebes 8665 1,800,000 
WORCRORA . 00s veccccccccdcesces 578,000 
a eee 996,000 
PL atikiocanses acest 6640.0%00 ° 846,000 
Total in western States. .........eseee0s - 390,629,000 
CRTREAR 6 <n 000 cacnwscene cet £49,291 000 
a weveeseese cece 3,120,000 
Washington Territory......... 1,360,000 - 
Total in Pacific States.........ceceeesees 53,771,000 
Aggregate in loyal States.......... +++. + +81,761,000,000 | 








JOSEPU C. G. KENNEDY, 
Superintendent. 
Census Orrice, February 25, 1862. 

Thus it will be seen that the only New England 
States which can compare with the western States 
in point of manufacture are Massachusetts and 
Connecticut. The State of Illinois has more manu- 
| factures thanany New England State, except Mas- 
sachusetts and Connecticut. The State of Indiana 
has as much nearly as New Hampshire 6r Rhode 
Island, and more than Maine or Vermont. The 
| State of Ohio has a larger amount of manufac- 
gland, save 


The State of Kentucky is 





Mr. WARD. The honorable gentleman from 

| Vermont asked me a question in relation to the 
wesent rate of duties on delaines. I desire the 
ouse to understand that the present rate of duty 

is, on gray, 25 percent.,and on colored, 30 percent. 
ad valorem. Now, this bill will add to the present 





Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The gentleman 
will find the law in article three, section three, of 
the present tariff, and he will find itasI have stated. 

Mr. WARD. The honorable member from 
Vermont still has not answered the question I put 
him as to the descriptions of delaines manutac- 
tured in this country, whether all the qualities of 
muslin delaines, cashmere delaines, and barege 


| delaines, or, if not all the descriptions, what de- 


scriptions they do not manufacture. 
I desire to say a word upon another point. The 


| gentleman has referred to the calicoes and prints 


manufactured in the East. It reminds me very 
forcibly of an article I have just seen clipped from 
a western paper, which is as follows: 


“We are here in the Northwest an agricultural people, 
and if the eastern States persist in their policy of enriching 
the few at the expense of the masses, you need not be sur- 
prised if a revolution is talked ofin the Northwest seriously. 

‘** During a large portion of the last six months the farmers 
have had to give the value of two bushels of corn for a yard 
of Fall river calico, or three bushels of corn [168 pounds] 
for 1 pound of coffee. How long do.you think our people 
will remain ‘hewers of wood and drawers of water.’ ”” 


Now, sir, this House can hardly conceive the 
injustice which will be effected by these prohib- 
itory duties. It does not effect my city particular- 


Re but it effects the whole country, and especially 
th 


e West. I submit to this committee whether 
it is just, either to the revenue or the people who 
are the consumers of these goods, to place the du- 
ties at so high a point asis proposed by the Com- 
mittee of Waysand Meansin this bill,and whether 
the modification I have suggested of 10 per cent., 
in addition to the present duty, is not fully ade- 
quate, and as high as we are justified in imposing. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, called for tellers 
on the amendment. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. WARD moved to amend the tenth section 
by striking out from line eight to line thirty-seven, 
inclusive, as follows: . 


First, on all manufactures of cotton, bleached or un- 
bleached, not colored, stained, painted, or printed, and not 
exceeding one hundred threads to the square inch, count- 
ing the “warp and filling, and exceeding in weight five 
ounces to the square yard, one fourth of one cent per square 
yard; on finer or lighter goods of like description, not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and forty threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, one half cent per square yard ; 
on goods of like description, exceeding one hundred and 
forty threads and not exceeding two hundred threads to the 
square inch, counting the warp and filling, three fourths of 
one cent per square yard; on like goods, exeeeding two hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, counting the warp and fill- 
ing, 1 cent per square yard; on all goods embraced in the 
foregoing schedules, (except jeans, denims, drillings, bed- 
tickings, ginghams, plaids, cottonades, pantaloon stuffs, and 
goods of like description, not exceeding in value the sum 
of 16 cents per square yard,) if printed, paifited, colored, or 
stained, there shall be levied, collected, and paid, a duty of 
1 cent per square yard, in addition to the rates of duty 
provided in the foregoing schedules: Provided, ‘That upon 
all plain woven goods not included in the foregoing sched - 
ules, and upon cotton goods of every description, the value 
of which shall exceed 16 cents per square yard, there shall 
be levied, collected, and paid, a duty of 5 per cent. ad va- 
lorem: And provided further, ‘That no cotton goods having 
more than two hundred threads to the square inch, count- 
ing the wagp and filling, shall be admitted to a less rate of 
duty than is provided for goods which are of that number 
of thread. a 


And to insert instead thereof as follows: 


On all manufactures of cotton, whether bleached or un- 
bleached, printed, painted, colored, or stained, the value of 
which shall not exceed 16 cents the square yard, 5 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, my object in pressing the 
amendment is this: the additional duties imposed 
by this section would be equal to only 5 per cent. 
on some unbleached cottons, and 30 per cent. on 
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low priced colored or printed cottons or calicoes, 


making the total percentage of duty which printed 
or colored cotton fabrics under 16 cents a square 
yard would pay, equal to from 80 per cent. on the 
jowest grades, down to 50 percent. on the highest. 

The duty on the article of rolled jaconets, which 
is largely used in this country by all classes, 
chiefly by the laboring class, for linings, and of 
which many thousands of cases are imported and 
which are not made in thiscountry, would be from 
75 to 80 per cent.! “This article only is cited, but 
thereare hundreds of others which would pay from 
60 to 80 per cent., and which would be prohibited 
by the application of the proposed duties. 

The present duty on cottons, bleached or col- 
ored, is much too high, but the system of square 


yard and ad valorem is so complicated that any ad- | 


dition of specific duty would be a deception. All 
the goods that are referred to pay now from 25 to 50 
percent.,andall are under 16cents the square yard. 

Now, upon thisarticle of rolled jaconets to which 


I have before referred, the duty you have here | 


proposed will be augmented on one class from 46 
per cent., the present duty, to 75 per cent., and on 
another cost'and width from 47 per cent. to 80 per 


cent., nearly doubling the duty upon some of these 
articles. 


The following table will show the enor- | 








sively used for the lining of dresses, and cost, ac- 
cording to the gentleman, 2d. sterling abroad, 
which would be 5 cents here. They are retailed 


| from 12$ cents to ashilling. All the difference will 


be to reduce to some small extent the profits of 
the retail dealer. 

Now, a word in reference to the general ques- 
tion of importation. While I would not propose 


| 
| 
j 


any additional duties in time of peace, and they | 


only grow out of the extreme necessity of the hour 
—a necessity for more revenue—yet I would be 
willing, and I am willing to avow it, if necessary 
to husband our resources in order to support the 
Government, to go back to the Jeffersonian doc- 
trine, and impose an embargo on foreign goods 
entirely, except such as might be necessary for 
the life of the people and the support of the Army 
and Navy. In this crisis it is important we should 
keep all our gold and silver at home. Our own 
salvation demands on our part that we should 
practice, as a nation and as individuals, the stern- 
est economy, and buy nothing we do not want or 
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The relative properties of the foreign trade 
of the State of New York, and the other States, 


| for 1861, exceeds the previous average— 


























| Imports. rts. Total trade. 
1} New York State.... 70.73 per ct. 3.61 67.61 
|| All other States..... 99.97 36.39 22.39 
100.00 100.00 100.00 

Receipts of Customs 

cs ek Mie Waa All the States. 
1859 . « $38,834,242 $49,565,824 
1860 eee ane wena Geet equ . 36,027,481 53,187,511 
eee sind caneeustinvs 21,714,981 39,582,125 


| can do without; save the money in the country in | 

| that way, if we cannot do it in any other, to carry | 
us through the most expensive war the world has | 

| yet seen. I would be willing for one, in order to | 
keep the gold and silver in the country, if it could 


mous increase of duties which this bill proposes || 


on the articles named: 
Rates of present and proposed duty under section ten. 


| 
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These prices are derived from invoices of goods 
imported, and the statement based on facts. 
Goods of the same description are imported at 
lower cost, and the percentage of duty imposed 
by the bill before the House would be still higher 
on those, amounting, as these quoted do, to pro- 
hibition. [appeal to gentlemen to consider the 
interests which I represent. Our merchants have 
come nobly to the support of Government, and are 
entitled to consideration. ‘They are not opposed 
to any increase in the tariff for revenue, but de- 
sire that such duties will not be levied as would 
prove a prohibition. By the amendment I pro- 
pose, goods of the kinds mentioned, which now 
pay the rates L have given, will be subject to an 
additional duty of 5 per cent. on bleached and un- 
bleached cottons, and on dyed, colored, stained, 
or printed, equal to an ad valorem duty off cotten 
fabrics of from 30 per cent. up to 52 and 55 per 
cent., quite as much as any manufacture of cotton 
should be subject to in order not toexpose it to pro- 
hibition. Under any circumstances they should 
not be subject to such rates as we imposed, and 
which vary from 32 per cent. up to 80 per cent., 
the greatest proportion of such as we now import 
being subject, by the bill, to rates varying from 
60 per cent. up to 80 per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I trust the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York will not 
prevail. This section corresponds with the pres- 
ent tariff. The amendment as proposed by the 
gentleman will make it more complicated by pro- 
posing, in addition to a specific duty, an ad va- 
lorem duty on all these goods. The duty which 
is proposed by the bill as it stands, if the gentle- 
man will look at it, issimply one in proportion to 
the value of the articles. It will be remembered 
that we have levied a duty of half acent per pound 
on cotton, and an additional tax of 3 per cent. on 
cotton when manufactured. 1 very much doubt 
whether there will not be some ordinary coarse 
cotton goods which can be manufactured in Eng- 
land and sent here at a profit, even with additional 
duty proposed; and such a fact has been of rare 
occurrence for years. 

in reference to sarsencts, it is an article exten- 








not be accomplished in any other way, to prohibit 


| the importation of all articles except those which 
are an extreme necessity to us, 








Mr. LOVEJOY. IfI understood the gentleman 
from Vermont, this tariff is for the purpose of pro- 


tection, and not for the purpose of revenue. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


ment. I only stated what my own private feeling 
is. I say,on this particular article, that the duty 


| to which the gentleman objects will enable us to 
| raise more revenue, and that it was for that pur- 


pose it is proposed to be levied. We do not make 
the article, and shallenot. At the same time it is 


obvious that we are at present in no condition to | 


indulge in the luxury of large foreign importa- 
tions. I will say in reference to the change the 

entleman proposes, that, so far as lam concerned, 

will not further argue it. The bill, however, has 
been prepared for the purpose of making addi- 
tional revenue, and for the purpose when it is pos- 
sible of giving compensation for the internal tax 


| bill; and therefore I am opposed to theamendment. | 


Mr. WARD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Vermont has, in the avowal of his individual 
opinions, gone to show, I think, very clearly, as 


( Certainly not, | 
| as I have already said in relation to this amend- | 


| 
| 
| 
} 


| a high tariff I have no objection. 


I have already alleged, that this bill is based upon | 
the prohibitory principle. In order to show what | 
effect the tariff of 1861 has had upon the commerce | 
of the country, and especially upon the commerce | 


of New York, I propose to give some figures: 


| 
| 
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Mr. MAYNARD. Was it not to the advantage 
of the country that importations fell off to that 
extent? 

Mr. WARD. Iam very willing to concede that 
there was, to a certain extent, an advantage gained 
by the country in this decrease of impyts. [make 
this admission, although | am strongly inclined to 
free trade, so far as practicable. The benefit which 
has been secured is that it has prevented gold from 
being taken outof the country. But the point which 
lam making is this: that this bill which we have 
now under consideration is’ really a prohibitory 
tariff, and that, being a prohibitory tariff, it must 
certainly be meantasa measure of protection, and 
not asa revenue measure. In order to be satisfied 
of its prohibitory character we have only to look to 
the increase of duties to 65, 75, and 80 percent. It 
is proposed to raise a duty on gingham from 55 to 





|| 65 per cent., an article which 1s used very largely 


byghe less affluent classes of our people. I thin 
all such increase of duties uncalled for and un- 
necessary. I have no objection to ae high duties 
on spices. If people are willing to submit to such 
) But I really 
hope that the bill will be so altered as to take away 
the prohibitory character which it now has, I do 
not believe that it is politic or wise for us at this 
time to pass a prohibitory tariff, and I therefore 
hope that my amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move, on page 
28, line forty-three, after the word *all,’’ to in- 
sert the word ** cotton;’’ so that it will read: 

* Fourth. On all cotton jeans, denims, drillings, bedtick 
ings, ginghams, plaids, cottonades, pantaloon stuffs, and 


goods of like description, not exceeding in value the sum of 
16 cents per square yard, 2 cents per square yard.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SEDGWICK. 


I move, on page 25, line 


|| sixteen, to strike out ‘*2 cents,’ and insert ** | 


cent;’’ so that it will read, ** on hemp or jute car- 
peting, 1 cent per square yard.’ I have explained 
the amendment to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and they are willing that it should be 
adopted. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. WARD. I move, on page 29, after line 


fifty-nine, to insert the following as an additional 
| section: 





Sec. ll. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
| the day and year aforesaid, in lieu of the duties heretofore 
| imposed by law on all manufactures of silk not otherwise 
provided for herein, there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid a duty of 33} per cent. ad valorcm. 


Mr. Chairman, my object in proposing this new 
| section to the bill is this: the present law provides 
| a duty of 30 per cent. where the value is of $1, 
| and 40 per cent. where it is over $1. The object 
of the amendment is to prevent what is of frequent 
occurrence in these importations. A large amount 


'| of the silks imported into the United States range 
‘| in the vicinity of $1 to 


1 10 the square yard. It 
| will be seen at once that there is a temptation, 
| where the silk has a value of any sum near $1, to 
take it off and make it under $1 a square yard, thus 
| saving 10 per cent. in the duty, and equal, as I 
understand, to a large profit for importers. My 
/ amendment will prevent all such transactions, be- 
| cause it makes the duty 333 per cent, on all silks. 
| Inmy judgment, it would yield a much greater rev- 
| enue than is now received by the Government upon 
| the same article, as fully two thirds of the whole 
| importation of silks are ordinarily below the value 
| of $1 per square yard; it will be readily seen that 
| the revenue will be materially benefited. The pres- 
| entamendments do not touch silks of that descrip- 
| tion and to which this amendment will apply. I 
| believe my amendment will take away any induce- 

ment to reduce the cost in order to profit by the 

discrimination the present law makes, and thereby 





| defrauding the Government, while it will serve to 


protect the honest merchant from the acts of his 
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less scrupulous neighbor, in addition to insuring | 


amuch greater revenue. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I trust the 
amendment will notbe adopted, The dutiesat pres- 
ent levied on silks have been carefully arranged, 


and I believe are generally satisfactory. Ofcourse | 
it is understood that in this country we neither || 


grow silk nor manufacture it to any great extent. 
‘The present law in relation to the subject is to ad- 
mit raw silk free; and to levy a duty upon silk as 
reeled from the cocoons into one, two, and three 
strands, at 25 per cent. ad valorem; and then upon 
silk, costing less than $1 per yard, a duty of 30 per 
cent. ‘That allows the lower qualities of silk to be 
purchased at only 30 per cent. duty, But when 
you reach dress silks, which are sold at from $50 
to $150 a dress, the duty is 40 per cent. ad valorem. 


The duty isalso 40 per cent. upon silk fringes and | 


trimmings. ‘That is not too much, and I trust the 
tiouse will be content to let the duty stand as it 
is, and not lower it. ' 

‘The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to insert, 
afier the word ** sheetings,’’ page 30, line twenty- 
seven, the words, ‘“‘ made of flax or hemp,”’ so 
that the clause shall read, ‘on Russia and other 
sheetings made of flax or hemp, brown and white, 
5 per cent. ad valorem.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. By unanimous consent I de- 
sire to go back to page 23, and move to amend by 
striking out ‘ forty,’ in line eighty-two, and in- 


sertin ‘* fifty;’’so asto make the duty on manu- | 


factures of India-rubber and silk 50 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

‘The amendment was avreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move to strike out from 
lines ten and eleven of section eleven, the words 
“except flax, tow of flax, Russia and Manilla 
hemp, and codilla, or tow of hemp,’’ which em- 
brace articles to be exempted from the tariff of 
$5 per ton. I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
from Vermont, why itis that Russia and Manilla 
hemp and codilla, tow of flax, and tow of hemp 
are exempted from the operation of the duty pro- 
vided in this portion of the section? I would say 
that it is outof this Russia hemp, as | understand 
il, imported into this country, from which the 
cordage is made which we think ought to be man- 
ufactured entirely from hemp grown in America. 
I hope it is not the object of the gentleman from 


Vermont to except that sort of hemp from the | 


operation of the duty which is imposed upon other 
kinds e 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In response to 
the gentleman from Kentucky, I desire to say that 


in reference to hemp, as in reference to several | 
other articles, the duties were raised during the | 


last session of Congress. Upon wines, upen su- 


ow s ¢ oO 2a) f * Is > » | . - 
gars, and upon Russia and Manilla hemp, the | in a different way? 


duty was then raised, while it was not raised 
upon other classes of herap. We thoughtit jus- 


tice to the hemp interest of Kentucky thatall other | 
kinds of hemp which competed with her should | 
| | 


be raised to a proportionate standard of duty. 
Mr. MALLORY. 1 withdraw my amend- 


ment. 


out in hanging these rebels, whether we are to let 
those unhung go scot free? 

Mr. MALLORY. I will say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that we can supply enough to 
hang all the rebels ten times over, and that the 
stock can by no possibility run out. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Andall the abolitionists, too? 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes; including all the abo- 


litionists. 


I was pleased with the remark of the gentleman | 


from Vermont, a few moments ago, and [ moved 
| this proviso in accordance with the views ex- 
pressed by him. He stated that his object, es- 
pecially during the continuance of this war, was 
to look for supplies for the Army and the Navy, 
and all that is needed by them, to this country 
alone, and not to foreign countries. And I say 


pare in this country an article of dew-rotted hemp 
| which is better for all purposes of cordage than 
any which can be imported, and that we only need 


some encouragement in the way I propose by that || 


proviso to enable us to make a full and ample 
supply for commercial and naval purposes. This 
is a matter of great importance to us at the West. 
You know that by the operation of this tariff bill 
we are oppressed to a greatextent. Our interests 


to the gentleman from Vermont that we now pre- | 
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are different from the interests of that section of | 


the country from which the gentleman comes. 
We are an agricultural people, and we claim that 


in the preparation of a bill of this sort, wherever || 


our interest can be looked to, it should be looked 
to. This is a matter which has engaged the at- 
tention of the country and of Congress for along 
time, and I believe it is a matter which interests 


| does the producer of hemp in the western coun- 
| try. Both interests will be promoted by the adop- 
tion of the proviso, and I suggest to the gentle- 


| that he accept the proviso, amd allow us to have 
no difficulty in inserting it. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suppose the 


gentleman from Kentucky has accomplished his | 


| purpose by moving the amendment to let his con- 
| stituents know that he is wide awake to the in- 
terests of Kentucky. 

| Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman is very much 
mistaken. | want the amendment adopted, and I 
believe it will be adopted. My only surprise is, 
thatthe gentleman himselfhas notseen the cogency 
of the reason for it, and given me his influence in 
| favor of it. 


a question. Does not the gentleman know that 


the Navy Department are of opinion that, in the | 
way that American hemp is prepared, there are || 


certain things connected with the Navy that Amer- 
ican hemp will not answer for, and that they have 
uniformly used another hemp, prepared and rotted 


Mr. MALLORY. [assert that there can be 
prepared from American hemp an article fitted for 
every purpose for which hemp is used in the 
Navy, and as good as any foreign article. 


‘| Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman has not an- 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I ask unanimous consent to | 


go back to page 15, and move to amend by strik- 
ig out from lines one hundred and fifteen and 
one hundred and sixteen, the words ** Provided, 


That rhubarb imported from beyond the Cape of | 


Good Hope shall be subject to pay a duty of 30 
cents per pound;’’ thereby leaving the duty on all 
rhubarb 50 per cent. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move to amend, by insert- 
ing between lines and ten, page 17, the word “ in- 
digo;”’ so that it shall be placed in the list of arti- 
cles paying 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. STEVENS. I object to going back to that 
page. ‘T'he omission there was entirely designed, 


lt was one of those articles which we thought best | 


to leave entirely untaxed, 


Mr. MALLORY. Coming back to the section 


under consideration, I move to amend by adding | 


at the end of line thirty-five, page 30, this proviso: 


Provided, That all hemp, or preparations of hemp, used 
for naval purposes by the Government of the United States, 
shall be of American growth and manufacture. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question. I want to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky if the stock of American hemp rans 


swered my question, which was, whether the 


| Navy Department were not of a different opin- | 


ion, and that therefore they have bought foreign 
hemp for certain things? 


Mr. MALLORY. “Oh, yes; and I know the 


Navy Department is generally presided over by | 


some gentleman from New England—from that 
region of country where these tariff bills are gen- 
erally prepared with so much care, and we look in 
vain for the action of that Department in our favor, 

Mr. ENGLISH. I simply desire to say that I 
suppose this is a bill for revenue, and not for the 
purpose of protecting any interest of our country. 

Mr. MALLORY. | understand that protection 
is looked to in this bill. 

Mr. ENGLISH. [!f the gentleman’s amend- 
ment is adopted, it will be inconsistent with the 
object of the bill. , 

Mr. MALLORY. I know when the subject of 
manufactures of other descriptions comes up, we 
hear the gentleman from Connecticut enlarging 
extensively on the protective character of the bill. 


Mr. ENGLISH. Oh, no. 

Mr. MALLORY. When the subject of the 
manufacture of hemp comes up, he tells us that it 
is a revenue bill. 


| Mr. WALL. The gentleman from Kentucky 
| tells us that we have now in this country, and 





| the manufacturers of New England as much as it | 


man from Vermont, who has in charge this bill, | 





Mr. STEVENS. I desire to ask the gentleman | 








June 27, 


| have had, for all purposes of manufacturing cord- 
age, as good an article of hemp as the Russia 
hemp. I willadmit, for I know the fact, that they 
can raise as good hemp in Kentucky and Missourj 
as grows anywhere, and they do raise the staple, 
but they destroy the hemp in preparing it after jt 
is grown. I speak from experience, and when 
gentlemen talk about the protection of hemp, I say 
they have nowabundant protection. All this year, 
you could buy what is called rough American 
hemp at St. Louis for from $50 to $60 a ton, when 
Russia hemp was bought by the hundred tons in 
| New York at $220 and $230 a ton. I know this to 
| be the fact. Ihave been a dealer in hemp for forty 

ears. L[boughttwo or three thousand tons ofhemp 
in St. Louis this winter, or rather my sons bought 
it there, for $60 and $70 a ton, when we were pay- 
ing by the hundred tons $220 a ton for Russia 
hemp. Well, the difference in value is because 
| they do not prepare their hemp properly in this 
| country. Now, I say that when there is a set of 
people in any State who have not the enterprise to 
try to prepare their article in the proper way, when 
there is a difference of more than $120 against the 
foreign article, | do not see how we can help them 
as manufacturers. 

Mr. MALLORY. In answer to what has fallen 
from the lips of the gentleman from New York, 
who seems to be a manufacturer of cordage and 
hemp, I will send to the Clerk’s desk, for exhibi- 
tion, a specimen of dew-rotted hemp, and also a 
| letter of May 27, addressed to a friend of mine 
by a gentleman in Boston, Massachusetts, upon 
this subject, which | think is a complete answer 
to what the gentleman has said: 

The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 

* With this you have a sample of the best kind of dew- 
rotted American hemp, such as should be used by our 
Navy. Lam surprised that the western members do not 
compel the Government to use it. It is much preferred for 
most kinds of cordage, particularly where great strength is 
required. The Secretary of the Navy has a document, 
signed by all the principal rope-makers and riggers, with 
many merchants, recommending its use. I want you to 
try to interest the members to bring in a bill or resolution, 
framed to compel the Secretary of the Navy to buy Amer- 
| ican hemp. Why should we, at this crisis in our country’s 
history, spend money for a foreign inferior article, when a 
| better can be found from our own soil? My interest, it may 
be, would lead me to prefer the imported article, but my 
judgment would not. [ have no hesitation in saying that 
the Government should never purchase another ton of for- 
eign hemp; but depend on it, the Department will have to 
be instructed, or it will go on in its usual way. Benton 
| brought in a bill or resolution prohibiting the purchase of 
Russian hemp imported. I am not aware that it has been 
| abrogated; but itapplied to water-rotted hemp. Since that 
period dew-rotted hemp has been thorougliy tested, and 
found to be equally as durable. I know of guys and rig- 
ging sixteen or twenty years in constant use.”’ 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to say 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, that I have no- 
ticed that the great security for protection under 
revenue laws of the Government, is in the men that 
administer the law, rather than in the law itself. 
Now, I believe the gentleman is a supporter of the 
present Administration, as I am, and I think he 
should be willing to trust them in relation to this 
matter;gI feel sure they will use Kentucky hemp 
when it willanswer the purpose. It is well known 
that the production of hemp in Kentucky and Mis- 
souri has greatly decreased. Certainly in Ken- 
| tucky it is no longer a leading crop. 

In relation to putting in a proviso of this sort, 
if the gentleman will offer it to some confiscation 
bill, or in relation to the hanging of rebels, J will 
unite with him in endeavoring to have itadopted. 
for if any inferior sort of hemp should be used for 
that purpose, and the rope should break once or 
twice, [ should have no sort of objection. 

Mr. MALLORY. _I will state, in relation to 
what fell from the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Watt] a few moments ago, that I was somewhat 
surprised to hear of his purchasing a good article 
of hemp, either in Missouri or Kentucky, for fifty 
dollars a ton. I have been somewhat familiar with 
the sale of the article for years past, and I have 
never known any description to sell for that price, 
unless it had been destroyed in the process of rot- 
ting or was tow or refuse hemp. I had the letter 
which has been read at the Clerk’s desk read for 
the purpose of showing the gentleman from New 
York that it is becoming the settled conviction of 
gentlemen of experience in the eastern States that 
the dew-rotted hemp prepared in the United States 
can be used for all the cordage required in our 
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Navy, and I wish to secure its adoption and use 
i for all those purposes. 
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pitt] that when we come to the subject that he 
adverted to—the preparation of rope for the hang- 
ing of traitors—I will, at the end of the confisca- 
tion bill, or to any other bill which he may indi- 
cate as being the proper one for the purpose, offer 
a proviso that all the rope used in hanging traitors, 
whether secessionists or abolitionists, shall be 


I will say to my friend from Vermont [Mr. Mor- 


made of hemp raised and manufactured in Amer- | 


ica. 1 will give them the benefit of that proviso. 
if they prefer to be hung by rope made of Amer- 


ican hemp, I am disposed to gratify them in that | 


sort of taste. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. 


I desire to say, in reply to 


the observation which just fell from the gentle- 


man from Kentucky, that there is not an aboli- 
tionist in the country that is a traitor—not one. 
Mr.WALL. The gentleman from Kentucky 
is mistaken in supposing that I said I had bought 
good Kentucky or Missouri hemp for $50 a ton. 


My statement was that I had bought, or that my | 
sons had bought, rough hemp to make bale rope | 


of, for fifty, sixty, seventy, up toa hundred dollars 
aton. What I meant was, that $80 or $90 a 4on 
was a good price for it, and I have bought thou- 


sands of tons. Now, when Russia hemp sells for | 


$230 a ton, that is large protection. I will go as 
far as the gentleman from Kentucky in providing 
for the exclusive use of American hemp, and pro- 


tecting every branch of American industry, but | 


we cannot get a sufficient supply of the Amenican 


article like the sample which the gentleman has | 


exhibited. Thatis an excellent article, and would 
be worth $220 aton. It has been dressed by some 
ropemaker who knew how to handle hemp. I 
have dressed American hemp that was not worth 
60 cents a ton, at the time of the war of 1812-14. 
I was but a boy then, but I knew it. 


I agree with the gentleman that the staple is as | 


good as any Russia hemp that grows, but they | 


do not—they can do it, but they do not prepare 
it—they do not furnish enough of the finer article 
to supply the market. 

Mr. MALLORY. I subscribe, to some ex- 


tent, to the truth of the remarks of the gentleman 


from New York; but I will tell him that the time | 


was when Pennsylvania, having the largest sup- 
ply of iron ore that is to be found, perhaps, in the 
world, in the same compass, did not prepare an 
article of iron half as good as that prepared in 
England; but we instituted a system of protection 
and encouraged them to open their mines and to 


erect furnaces, and they have, under that encour- | 
agement, produced an article equal to any pro- | 
duced now on the face of the globe. All I ask of | 


the gentleman from New York, and of others, is 
that, as they know a staple can be produced by 
our farmers equal to any raised anywhere, they 
will afford us the encouragement | now ask for 
the preparation of this hemp, that we may make 


it equal and superior toany brought from Russia | 


or any foreign country. We will then have, in 


all contingencies, under all circumstances, and at | 
all times, when war comes, which interrupts our | 


intercourse with foreign nations, a material which 
will enable us to supply the wants of ow Navy. 
I hope there is not a gentleman on this floor who 
will not join with me in the expression of the 
wish that we may put ourselves in a position in 


which we may, in case of a foreign war, be en- | 


tirely independent of foreign nations. 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Chairman, while I am 
willing now to vote for protection to hemp, as I 
have done before now, I desire to say that there 
is a very great difference between laying an ad- 


ditional duty on hemp and compelling our Navy | 


to use American hemp, whether it be good or bad. 
There is a very great difference between the two 
propositions. lam willing to assist the gentleman 
from Kentucky in protecting hemp. 1 believe it 
is pretty well protected now. But I rose to ask 
that the committee rise for the purpose of closing 


debate, in order that we may get through this, bill | 


to-day. 

Mr. MALLORY. “I desire to remark to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that he ought to 
recollect that when we chartered the Pacific Rail- 
road Company, we had not the same regard which 
he seems now to have to the exigencies to wich 
he alludes, as we absolutely and peremptorily re- 
quired that company to lay down its rails com- 
posed of American iron, and no other kind. He 


did not then stop to inquire whether a sufficient | 


supply could be obtained in America. He took 











THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOB 


for granted it could be, just as I take for granted || 


that a sufficient supply of hemp can be obtained. 
He proceeded on that postulate as I wish to pro 
ceed on this postulate now. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has expressed his readiness to con- 


cur with me in my efforts to get this article of hemp || 


protected. 


side of the House. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a question of order. || g¢ jine eighteen, page 31, by striking out * thirty- 
| five,’? and inserting in lieu thereof ** forty,’’ so 


I understand debate is exhausted on this amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not closed. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman from Illinois 
has not paid attention to the proceedings. 

Mr. MALLORY. I now ask the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether he will aid me in an 
effort to get the duty upon hemp increased in every 


instance where | think it needs that increase to fur- | 


nish us with the protection we desire, and which 
I think we ought to have for that article? 
Mr. STEVENS. I have always gone with the 


gentleman from Kentucky to protect hemp,an ar- | 


ticle which I think ought to be protected. 1 will 
go with him again in all reasonable efforts to that 
end. 
American iron, I desire to say that if anybody 
had doubted that American iron was as good as 
any other for the purpose, I should not have asked 
it to be used. There is some doubt—I cannot al- 
together settle that—in the mind of the Depart- 
ment as to whether American hemp, as now pre- 
pared, is safe to use in our Navy 

Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman’s doubt was 
as to the quantity, not as to the quality. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think it is the duty of the 
Department to use American hemp, instead of go- 
ing abroad for it, ifgt can do so properly. I hope 
it willdo so. I should vote a censure upon it if 
it did not. Hemp is an article which ought to be 
protected, and I hope it will be. Lnow renew my 
motion that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 





So the committee rose; and Mr. Wasnpurne || the same tax on these articles as is put on China 


having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 


Mr. Dawes reported that the Committee of the | 
W hole on the state of the Union had had under | 
consideration the special order, being House bill | 
No. 531, increasing temporarily the duties on im- | 


In answer to what he said in reference to | 


Now, without trespassing upon the | 
patience of the committee, I simply Wish to in- | 
| quire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether | 
he will so aid me, as he has indirectly promised | 
to do, for I know his influence is powerful on that | 








ports, and for other purposes, and had come to no | 


conclusion thereon. 
Mr. STEVENS. I move that when the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


shall resume the consideration of the special order, | 


all further debate on the bill be closed in five min- 
utes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. | move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Dawes in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 


special order, being the bil! (H. R. No. 531) in- | 


creasing temporarily the duties on imports, and 
for other purposes, on which general debate was 
closed in five minutes. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I move to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky 
by adding the following proviso: 

Provided further, The same can be obtained of as good 
quality and at as low a price. 

I think there is much force in the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky, and that we ought 
to adopt his amendment if it be consistent with the 
exigencies of the public service at this time. Such 
an amendment as I propose to it will obviate all 
the difficulties suggested by the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Watt] and others. If we can 


obtain the American commodity of equal quality, | 


and equally suitable to the service, and at as low 


a price, we certainly ought to give it the prefer- || 


ence. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will withdraw that portion of the proviso relating 
to price, I will accept the rest of it. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I prefer my amend- 
ment as I offered it. I think that when the same 
commodity grown at home is offered to the Gov- 








K. 


| ernment, equally good and at as low a price as 


| slates, 





2983 





that produced abroad, the Government should 
always give the preference to the American prod- 
uct. But TI am not in favor, —— at this 
time, of adding anything for the mere purpose of 
protection to the expenditures of the Government. 

The question was taken on Mr. Surciapar- 
GER’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. Maniory’s 
amendment as amended, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. [ move to amend, 


that it will read: 


On China and porcelain ware, plain white, and not dee- 
orated in apy manner, and all other earthen, stone, or erock- 


| ery ware, white, glazed, edged, printed, dipped, or eream- 


colored, composed of earthy or mineral substances, and not 
otherwise provided for, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

The duty will then be the same as is provided 
in the preceding lines for decorated ware. . 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I trust that that 
amendment will not be adopted. This is an ar- 
ticle from which we can, of course, receive in- 
creased revenue by increasing the rates of duties, 
Very little of it is produced in this country. We 
have raised the duty on all descriptions 10 per 
cent., whether China or common ware. I trust 
the paragraph will be allowed to remain as it is. 
It makes no distinction between ordinary ware, 
China ware, and common or queensware, 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WALTON. I move to amend by insert- 
ing, between the nineteenth and twentieth lines, 


| the following: 


Slates, roofing slates, slate pencils, slate chinmey- pieces, 
mantels, slabs for tables, and all other manuliactures of 
slates, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment proposes to 
raise the duty on these articles from 30 to 40 per 
per cent. The words ** chimney pieces, mantels, 
slabs for tables, and all other manufactures of 
*? in this paragraph include descriptions 
which are as much articles of fancy or luxury as 
are China and porcelain ware, when gilded or dec- 
orated inany manner. | propose to put precisely 


ware of this character. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in relation to the other 
articles of manufacture which are not articles of 
luxury, it strikes me that any person who would 
go to Wales, to Europe, or anywhere else than our 
own country, for them—when an abundance can 
be procured from our mountains—will be as likely 
to go there and get them, paying 40 percent. duty 
as he would with 30 per cent. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to call 
my colleague’s attention to the fact that this bill, 
on page 38, raises the duty on all these articles 
5 percent. I, however, have no remark to make 
upon the amendment. I am willing that the House 
should decide it. 

Mr. WALTON. [have already stated that the 
bill raises the duty on these articles to 30 per cent., 
but I think the bill does not go far enough. In 
articles of mere fancy, like these enameled slates, 


| I think 40 per cent. is not too high. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
tleman include roofing slates? 

Mr. WALTON. I do. 

Mr. F. A. CONKLING. I move to strike from 
the amendment of the gentleman from Vermont 
the article of ** roofing slate.” 

I will only say in support of this amendment 
that I think no one who has listened to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Vermont will hesi- 
tate a moment in striking out this article, for by 


Does the gen- 


| no possibility can it come within the range of ar- 
' . . 
| ticles which he describes. 


The committee voted on the amendment to the 
amendment, and there were—ayes 25, noes 40; no 


| quorum voting. 


Mr. WALTON. Rather than break up the 
quorum, I will accept the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

The amendment,zs modified, was then adopted. 


Mr. STEVENS. 1 move to add at the end of 


| the section what should properly have been in- 


serted in another place. Rather than go back, | 
prefer to insert it here. I move to insertit, as fol- 
lows: 


On soaps, faney, scented, honey, cream, transparent, and 
all descriptions of toilet and shaving soap, 2 cents per pound 


| In addition to the present duty. 
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Mr. LOVEJOY. 1 move to amend the amend- | 


ment by inserting after the articles indicated, ** in- 
digo, 10 cents per pound.’’ 

1 will say in support of the amendment that 
this article is grown to some extent in the west- 
ern States, and could be grown mach more ex- 
tensively than it now is;and as we get only 8 cents 
a bushel for corn, and have to pay our taxes in 
gold, worth 10 per cent. more than the currency 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, | think 
we ouglit to have this protection. 

The question was put on the amendment to the 
amendment, and fourteen voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. LOVEJOY called for tellers. 

Teilers were not ordered. 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I move to amend 


the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- | 


vania by adding: ** Madder, 5 cents per pound.”’ 
{do not know why there should not be a duty 
levied on this article. If this bill is merely for 
revenue, then certainly the proposition I have 
submitted should not be objected to. If the object 
of the bill is to afford protection to home industry, 
then my proposition should certainly be adopted, | 
because the article of madder is raised to some | 
extent in the country, and could be raised to a 
much larger extent in all the western and middle 
States if this protection is furnished. In view of | 
these facts, therefore, I can see no reason why this 
duty should not be imposed. 

The only objection can imagine it possible to 
raise is that it might, to a certain extent, operate | 
prejudicially to the interests of the manufacturers | 
im the eastern portion of our Confederacy, but I 
take it for granted that those members of the 
House who are somewhat in favor of western in- 
terests will vote for this amendment. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I merely wish to add to what 
[ said upon my amendment, that if the duty I pro- 
posed on indigo had been adopted, it would have 
produced revenue to the extent of $250,000. 

Mr. SHEFFIELD. L rise to a question of or- 
der. The gentleman is not discussing the amend- | 
ment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon mad- 
cer 





Mr. LOVEJOY. All [ have to say is that this 
duty of 10 cents a pound upon indigo would pro- 
duce a revenue of $250,000. 

Mr. MALLORY. |! rise to a point of order. 
The genileman is not discussing the question be- 
fore the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
question of order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 
intended to. 

Mr. SHEFFIELD. I am surprised at the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. In- 
deed, I can account for it upon no other theory 
than that he has been imposed on by some madder | 


Well, sir, I have said all I 





speculator, who desires to have the duty imposed | 
in order to realize the profit on the stock he has | 
on hand. 

Mr. Chairman,I hope this amendment will not 
be adopted. This article is a raw nyaterial which 
enters into the manufactures of the country. I 
think it was a mistake in taxing any of the raw | 
materials in this bill, and especially such as do 
not come into competition with the products of | 
this country. I am not aware that a single pound | 
of madder is raised in this country for sale. If 
there is, it is not to any considerable amount. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. 1 will state to the | 
gentleman that madder is grown to a very consid- | 
erable extent in this country, though not to the | 
extent it might be if the production were prop- | 
erly encouraged, 

Ir. SHEFFIELD. Iam notaware that there | 
is any madder which enters as an element into the | 
manufactures ofthe country which is grown in this | 
country. lam very happy, however, to hear that 
some of the western people are embarking in this 
enterprise. When we have the evidence that they 
have embarked in it to any considerable extent, | 
if the gentleman will come here and propose a | 
protective duty upon it, if am here I will sustain 
the proposition. 

But, sir, at this time, the manufactures of the 
country are heavily taxed, and as any tax upon 
the raw material is just to that extent an addi- | 
tional tax upon the manufacturer, [ hope that mad- | 
der, which enters as an element into the manu- | 
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facture of calico and other cotton prints, will not 


be taxed so long as it is not raised to any extent | 


in this country. I am in favor of protecting 


American industry. 1am in favor of the protect- | 


ive feature of this bill. I am in favor of keeping 


up the currency of the country; and | am in favor | 


of the protective feature of the bill, because it 
keeps the’ gold and silver in the country, and I 
would be in favor of protecting the production of 
madder, if there were any general manifestation 
of disposition to go into its culture; but under 
the existing circumstances, I see no reason why 
the amendment should be adopted. 


The amendment to the amendment was disa- 

reed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suppose it is 
hardly necessary to discuss this measure, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose an amendment? 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes, sir. I move 


to amend the amendment by striking out the last | 
Now, sir, by the terms of the Clay and | 


word. 
Calhoun tariff of 1825—— 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I call the gentleman to order. || 


He is not speaking to his amendment. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


to my amendment, which was to strike out the 


which would be to spoil it. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Well, sir, the Chair will de- 
cide that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. . 

Mr. MALLORY. I raise the question of order 
that the gentleman must confine himself to the last 
word, which he moves to strike out. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already | 


overruled that question of order. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will only say 
that, by the Clay-Calhoun tariff, dye-stuffs were 
admitted duty free, and it wagpot until the Walker 


tariff of 1846 that any duty was levied upon them. | 


A duty was then levied of 5 per cent. The tariff 
of 1857 reduced the duty, and the tariff of 1861] ad- 
mitted them duty free. The bill which is before 
the House places a duty upon every article that 
is manufactured. When madder is in the extract, 
or when madder is assorted under the name of 
garacine, a duty is levied on it. A duty is also 
proposed on the extract of indigo. I believe this 
Congress has already imposed sufficient burdens 
on the manufacturers, and I do not, for one, pro- 
pose to impose anything more. I now withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. Stevens’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. | move to insert, on page 31, 
between lines twenty-one and twenty-two, the 
words, *‘on indigo, 10 per cent. ad valorem.”’ I 
want to say, if | understood the remarks of the 
gentleman from Vermont, that this bill is con- 
structed on the basis of revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that 
the amendment moved by the gentleman is the 
same that was voted down by the committee only 
a short while ago, and it is therefore not in order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. It was offered before as an 
amendment to an amendment. It is now offered 
simply as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not make any 
difference. The amendment is not in order. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I will alter the amendment 
so that it will be in order. 1 move that the duty 
on indigo shall be 9 per cent. Now, so far as | 
have been able to judge in reference to the princi- 
ples upon which this bill has been constructed, it 
is intended for protection and not forrevenue. The 
whole arrangement of the bill is in the hands of 
these who are in favor of a protective policy. The 
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. SuHerrieip 
says thatif any of these articles could be produce 
in this country to any extent, he would go for pro- 
tecting them. Now, sir, the very plea for a pro- 
fective policy, by imposing heavy duties upon 
foreign importations, is, that manufactures might 
spring up under that protection, which they cer- 
tainly cannot do without it. Let gentlemen apply 
the same reasoning to those agricultural products. 
If you protect them they will spring up and in- 
crease in the land; butif you do not protect them 
they will not spring up. There is no reason why 
$250,000 should not be raised on this article of 
indigo. 

The amendment was rejected. 


I peaking | Fhe 
wea, RYT || * fifty,’ so that it will read: 


last word of the amendment pending, the effect of | 








31, lines twenty and twenty-one, to strike out the 
words, ‘‘on unwrought clay, kaoline, and fuller’s 
earth, $3 per ton;”’ and in lieu thereof to insert, 
‘on pipe clay, fire clay, and kaoline, $5 per ton, 
and on fuller’s earth, $3 per ton.”’ 

Mr. LOVEJOY. It would be very beneficial 
to the country, I think, if a very heavy tax could 
| be imposed upon pipe-laying. [Laughiter.] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STRATTON. On page 32, line thirty- 
| two, after the word * glass,’’ | move to insert the 
words, ** not including crown, cylinder, broad, or 
common window glass;’’ so that it will read: 

On fluted, rolled, or rough plate glass, not including 
| crown, cylinder, broad, or common window glass, not ex - 
ceeding ten by fifteen inches, 75 cents per one hundred 
| square feet; above that, and not exceeding sixteen by twen- 
| ty-four inches, 1 cent per square foot; above that, and not 

exceeding twenty-four by thirty inches, 1} cent per square 
| foot; all above that, and not exceeding iy weight one pound 

per square foot, 2 cents per square foot: Provided, That all 
fluted, rolled, or rough plate glass, weighing over one hun- 
| dred pounds per one hundred square feet, shall pay an ad- 
ditional duty on the excess at the same rates herein imposed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WARD. I move, on page 31, line thirteen, 


to strike out ‘‘forty,’’ and in lieu thereof to insert 


On China and porcelain ware, gilded, ornamented, or dec- 
| orated in any manner, 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as the tendency of this 
| billeis more for protection than revenue, and it 
seems to be so understood all over the House, I 
have moved this increase of duty from 40 to 50 per 
| cent. on China and porcelain ware. There is an 
| effort now being made in this country to manu- 
| facture porcelain of the finest quality, and if other 
manufacturing interests are to be protected, I do 
not see why this interest should be excluded. I 
have no doubt that those who indulge in this arti- 
| cle of luxury will not object, under all the circum- 
stances, to the imposition of this increased tax. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say, on 

_ this subject of crockery, that the committee were 
| induced to puta heavy duty on it because we were 
| told that there was a very large amount on hand; 
and that it was absolutely necessary that the duty 
should be increased. 
Mr. DELANO. I move, on page 37, line ninety- 
| seven, after these words, ‘‘manufactures of cot- 
ton, linen, silk, wool, or worsted, if embroidered 
or tamboured, in the loom or otherwise, by ma- 
chinery or with the needle or other process, not 
otherwise provided for,’’ to insert these words: 
| ‘silk twist and sewing silk,’’ so that a duty of 5 
per cent. ad valorem will be imposed upon those 
articles, as well as upon the articles indicated in 
the paragraph referred to. 

Mr. Chairman, if I can get the attention of the 
House, I think the reasonableness of this propo- 
sition will be at once seen. Under the tariff of 
| 1861, silk thread and twist were placed on the 
same footing with linen thread, cotton thread, and 
woolen yarns. They all stand on the footing of 
30 per cent. ad valorem. It must be obvious to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and to every- 
body else, that much more capital is required to 
engage in the manufacture of silk thread and twist 
than is required to engage in the manufacture of 
any other articles embraced with them in the act 
of 1861. Now, when the internal revenue bill was 
| before us, it was proposed to continue these vari- 
ous articles in the same category, and they were 
accordingly assessed at 3 per cent. ad valorem. 

Ifthere is anything the Committee of Ways and 
Means have endeavored to inculcate in the House, 
it was that where internal tax was imposed to raise 
| internal revenue, they would make it up or com 
pensate for it by a corresponding duty on foreign 
importations. ‘They have done it on every article 
except silk thread and twist. My constituents are 
deeply interested in the manufacture of silk thread 
and twist. I believe there is only one other con- 
sapency in the United States which is engaged 
in this manufacture and which helps to supply the 
demands of the American market. They have 
gone on for twenty-five years until now, they 
have been able to compete most successfully with 
the foreign manufacturer and importer. bow J 
hate for a few years past produced a better article 
than any whieh can be imported. They ask to 
be dealt with as other manufacturers have been 
| dealt with under this bill. They ask that silk 
| thread and twist shall be placed on the list of those 





Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move, on page |} articles upon which are imposed a duty of five per 
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cent. ad valorem. e | 
und as it isa fair and just proposition, I hope the 


They have the right to ask it, | 


committee will not hesitate a moment in adopt- | 


ing it. 


‘Mr. BIDDDE. I presume, Mr. Chairman, that | 


even if this bill is to be founded upon a protective 


policy, it is not the intention to so arrange the || 
duties as to prohibit the importation of articles | 


which are not produced in this country. Under 
the tariff of 1857, when a duty of twenty-four per 
cent. was imposed upon silks, it excluded almost 
all of the foreign article from the market. At the 
present time, when the protection amounts to forty 
per cent., it excludes from the market everything 
except some fine Italian sewing silks, which I am 
informed are not produced in this country. And 
to raise the tariff still higher would make it sim- 
ply a tariff for the prohibition of such articles as 
are not produced here at all. For that reason I 
am opposed to the amendment suggested by the 
gentleman. There is no duty whatever upoa raw 
silk. I had occasion to call the attention of the 


committee to that matter myself, though it did not | 
Sull, raw | 


receive their favorable consideration. 
silk remaining entirely free of duty, I should be 





sorry to see an advanced duty put upon the man- | 


ufactured article. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move tu amend 
the amendment by striking out * twist.”’ [ move 
the amendment merely to give me an opportunity 
to explain and justify the action of the commit- 
tee. I do not desire to interfere with the propo- 
sition of the gentleman, but to leave it to the sense 
of the committee to decide as they see fit. 

In reference to his statement that the duty on all 
other articles of manufacture has been increased 


by this bill, I will say he is very much mistaken. | 


There are some kinds of iron, the duties on which 
have not been increased. The duty on window 
glass, molasses, and sugar, has not been increased. 
The duty on no manufactures of silk have been 
increased; for the reason that, at the last session 
of Congress, we increased the duty on all descrip- 
tions of silk ten per cent. 
free; and if sewing silk and twist are manufac- 
tured here from the raw article, or silk as reeled 
from the cocoon, the manufacturers have a pro- 
tection of 40 per cent. If they manufacture silk 
from singles, tram, thrown, or organzine, the 
manufacturer has a protection of 15 per cent. 

We have an article of silk velvet manufactured in 
this country, a fact of which I was not aware until 
to-day. e also have ribbon manufactures, but 
we do not give even them any higher duty than 
40 per cent. for revenue or protection. 

Mr. TRAIN. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. TRAIN. I would inquire of the gentleman 
from Vermont whether it has not been the under- 
standing of the Committee of Ways and Means 
all along that wherever a manufactured article was 
affected by the excise bill, that article should be 
protected by this bill correspondingly ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That has been 
our idea. 

Mr. TRAIN. If that is so, why should this 
article be omitted ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. For the reason 
that the duty now existing is utterly prohibitory, 
and it makes no sort of difference whether you 
make the duty 40 or 50 per cent. The article 
has not been or will not be affected at all. 

Mr. DELANO. I ask the gentleman to give 
way to allow me to read an extract from a letter 
in reference to silk manufacture. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 1 will. 

Mr. DELANO. It is from a letter which was 
laid before the committee when the tax bill was 
under consideration by them. The writer says: 


“Tt isa business requiring the movement of very much 
more capital to produce a fair income than almost any other 
of the country, and we think should be favorably consid- 
ered in comparison with the others which produce an equal 
income from one quarter to one half the amount of business 
and alike proportion of tax. Whatever tax is assessed, also 
lessens our protection from the tariff.’’ 


Raw silk is admitted | 





articles enumerated in that section. The amend- | 
ment would be a very important one if adopted, 

and I have no expectation, of course, that it will 
be adopted unless it meets the favor of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. I move the amend- 
ment for the purpose of obtaining information in 
reference to this duty of 5 percent. upon this list 
of articles, when the internal revenue bill only im- 
posed a home tax of 3 percent. We have been 
repeatedly informed that this bill was constructed 
for the purpose of compensating our home man- 
ufacturers for the internal tax, and in order that 


| they might be put upon a level in competition with 


foreign producers. That is right if our tariff was 


| right before we entered into this war. 











Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, by unanimous 


consent, withdrew his amendment. 

The amendment introduced by Mr. Derano 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SHELLABARGER. I move toamend by 
striking out from line six, section thirteen, the 
werd ** five,’’ and inserting “* three,’’ thereby re- 
ducing the duty from 5 to 3 per cent. upon ail the 


Mr. HOOPER. I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted; and I think if the gentleman will look 
atthe matter for a moment, he will see that his 
amendment does not accomplish the purpose he 
has in view. The 3 per cent. of the tax bill is pro- 
posed on a home valuation, on the sale of the arti- 
cle in the market here, whereas this 5 per cent. 
upon the imported article is put upon the cost of 
the article abroad. That does not exceed, and in 
many cases it will not equal, 3 per cent. on the 
whole valuation. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I propose to strike 
outfrom line twenty-nine, page 34, the word * leg- 
gins.”’ I do it out of the great regard I have for 
my friend from Minnesota, [Mr. ALpricu,] be- 
lieving that his people would bear, by this duty, 
more than their proportion of taxes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will state to 


| the gentleman that his friend from Minnesota is 


not present to appreciate his kindness. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. In order to protect the interests 
of the distinguished gentleman who represents the 
settlements of the Red River of the North, I would 
ask the chairman of the Ways and Means if he 
will allow me to insert as an amendment on page 


| 36, bet@een lines sixty-three and sixty-four, the 


words ‘furs dressed;’’ that would bring them 
within the 5 per cent. schedule, while cut furs pay 
10 per cent. 

Mr.STEVENS. Itis impossible for me to re- 
sist so polite an appeal as the gentleman makes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to strike 
from lines one hundred and one and one hundred 
and two, page 37, the words *‘ manufacturers of 
marble, marble paving tiles, and marble dressed 
or polished,’’ those words having been incorpo- 
rated into another section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to in- 
sert after line one hundred and eighteen, page 38, 
the words ** roofing slates,’’ and to strike out of 
lines one hundred and twenty-three, one hundred 
and twenty-four, and one hundred and twenty- 
five, the words, ‘slates, roofing slates, slate pen- 
cils, slate chimney pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, 
and all other manufactures of slate.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
sert after the word ** material,’’ line one hundred 
and twenty-eight, page 39, the words ‘* not other- 
wise provided for;’’ so that the clause will read, 
‘*twines and packthread, of whatever material, 
not otherwise provided for.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. For the benefit of the gen- 
tleman from the State of Illinois, [Mr. Ke.ioae,} 
and his constituents, | move to strike out of line 
forty-five, page 35, the words *‘combs of all 
kinds.” fLansions.} 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GOOCH. I move to amend by inserting 
after the word ‘* watches,’’ in line one hundred 
and thirty-seven, page 39, the words “in addi- 
tion to the duties heretofore imposed by law, a 
duty of ten per cent. ad valorem.”? The duty 
apon watches now is fifteen per cent., and the 
additional duty will make it twenty-five per cent., 
which does not seem to me to be too much duty to 
be imposed upon thatarticle. It is true, there are 
not many watch factories in this country, but there 


are two or three, and they make watches said to | 
be as good, if not superior, to any manufactured | 


in the world. 
The men who are engaged in the manufacture 
of thesé watches desire this increase of duty; and ' 


I move to in- 


S085 


lunderstand the only objection which can be urged 

| to it is that a high duty may cause a greater 

| amount of watches to be smuggled into the coun- 

| try. It seems to me there are no men so well able 

to judge in relation to thig matter as the men who 

| are engaged in the business, and are to be affected 
by it. They desire this increase, because they 
feel that, with the arrangements which are now 
made for the detection of smuggling of watches, 
they will be benefited instead of injured by an in- 
crease of duties; and I apprehend that no man will 
say that 25 per cent, is too great an amount of 
duty to collect on watches, provided that it be 
collected. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the four- 
teenth section by filling the blank in line'two with 
the words ** 31st day of December, 1862,” and by 
striking out the word * next,”’ in line three, so 
that it will read: 


Sec. 14. .4nd be it further enacted, That upon all ships, 
vessels, or steamers, which, after the 3lst day of Decem- 
ber, 1862, shall be entered at any custom-house in the Unt 
ted States trom any foreign port or place, or from any port 
or place in the United States, whether ships or vessels of 
the United States, belonging wholly or in part to subjects 
of foreign Powers, there shall be paid a tax or tonnage 
duty of 10 cents per ton of the measurement of said vesse|, 
in addition to any tonnage duty now imposed by law, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read the sixteenth section, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the —— day of ——, no goods, wares, or merchandise sub 
ject to ad valorem or specific duty, whether belonging to a 
person or persons residing in the United States or otherwise, 
or whether acquired by the ordinary process of bargain and 
sale, or otherwise, shall be admitted to enty, untess the 
invoice of such goods, wares, or merchandise be verified 
by the oath of the owner or one of the owners, or of the 
person or one of the persons of whom they were purchased, 
or from whom they were obtained, certifying that the in- 
voice annexed contains a true and taithful account, if sub 
ject to ad valorem duty and obtained by purchase, of the 
actual cost thereof, and of all charges thereon, and that no 
discounts, bounties, or drawbacks are contained in the said 
invoice butsuch as have actually been allowed on the same ; 
and when consigned or obtained in any manner other than 
by purchase the actual market value thereof, and if subject 
to specific duty, of the actual quantity thereof; which said 
oath shall be administered by the consul or commercial 
agent of the United States in the district where the goods 
are nanufactured, or from which they are sent: Provided, 
That if there be no consul or commercial agent of the Uni- 
ted States in the said, district, the verification hereby re 
quired shall be made by the consul or commercial agent of 
the United States at the nearest point, or at the port from 
which the goods are shipped, in which case the oath shall 
be administered by some public officer, duly authorized to 
administer oaths, and transmitted with a copy of the in- 
voice to the consul or commercial agent for his authenti 
eation: Provided, further, That the consul or commercial 
agent, as aforesaid, shall be entitled to receive as fees one 
dollar for each and every invoice verified, as hereinbefore 
mentioned, from the party so submitting the same, and shall 
account forall such fees in such manner as is now required 
by law regulating the salaries and fees of consuls and com- 
mercial agents. 

Mr. HOOPER. I move to amend the sixteenth 
section by striking out, in the eighth and ninth 
lines, the words ‘* or of the person or one of the 
persons of whom they were purchased or from 
whom they were obtained,’’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof ** or, in the absence of the owner, one of 
the parties who was autherized by the owner to 
make the shipment and sign the invoice of the 
same;’’ so that it will read: 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the — day of ——, no goods, wares, or merchandise subject 
to ad valorem or specific duty, whether belonging to a per 
son or persons residing in the United States or otherwise, 
or whether aéquired by the ordinary process of bargain and 
sale, or otherwise, shall be admitted to entry, unless the 
invoice of such goods, wares, or merchandise be verified 
by the oath of the owner or one of the owners, or, in the 
absence of the owner, one of the parties who was author- 
ized by the owner to make the shipment and sign the in- 
voice of the same, certifying that the invoice annexed con- 
tains a true and faithful account, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOOPER. I move to fill the first blank 
in line two with the word * Ist,’’ and the second 
blank with ** November, 1862.”’ 

The amendment was agreed te. 


Mr. HOOPER. I offer the following proviso, 
to come in at the end of the section: 


oa 


Provided, That for all places beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope and Cape Horn, this act shall not take effect until 
April 1, 18653. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHEFFIELD. For the purpose of mak- 











|| ing a suggestion, I offer the following proviso, to 


come in at the end of the section as amended: 
Provided further, however, That nothing herein contained 


2 eae hea iin Thon Wb NE atl ta ts i rll 


FREE IO i AMT 


alata Ov ace A age 


Ser aa 
ais 


“ 
Pec ree ty 


eee 


Lg = 


om 


ee dd 


ao 
ek Sa 


ws, 


eee 
Seem oe 


ge snpree ~ veka 


Sl - = 


at AR 


~ 






2986 


shal! be construed to require any other consular certificate 


than what is now required by law for goods inported under 


the Canadian reciprocity treaty. 

The House passed the other day a bill doing 
away with the requirement ofa consular certifi- 
cate for goods imported under the Canadian reci- 
procity treaty, and it seems to me that this ex- 
ception is necessary for the purpose of meeting 
that act. 

Mr. STEVENS. Has that bill become a law? 

Mr. SHEFF! 
will before the session closes. 


Mr. HOOPER, I see no objection to the amend- 


ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARD. I move to strike out the entire 
section, as amended. 
of the value of all imported merchandise must be 
verified by the oath of the owner, administered 
by the consul or commercial agent of the United 
States, in the district where such merchandise is 
made,or from whence it is sent, or by some public 


ELD. Not yet; but it probably | 


It enacts that certificates | 


officer duly authorized, and transmitted with a | 


copy of the invoice to such consul or commercial 
agent, for his authentication, as may be nearest to 
such point or district. 


What is a purchaser and owner who lives in 


New York to do if he buys goods in Paris or Ha- 
vana? According to the section, he must make 
the required oath, apparently in France or Cuba; 
and if no consul or commercial agent resides in 
or near the place where the purchase is made, a 
yet more circuitous Course must be taken, 

If this section is to be literally understood and 
earried into effect, no American citizen residing 
in his own country can purchase merchandise 
abroad, and the business must be thrown into the 
hands of foreigners or Americans residing abroad. 

‘The section is also liable to the objection that it 


requires oaths to be made in countries over which | 
we have no jurisdiction, and no means of our own, | 


except through the local laws therein prevailing, | 


of punishing those who make false oaths. At | 


many ports, also, there is no consul or commer- 
cial agent of the United States. By this section 
all our trade with these places in dutiable articles 
would be subject to such restrictions as would in 
many cases seriously injure or annihilate it. 

On other grounds, it seems to me that this sec- 
tion is very objectionable. As | understand it, 


goods arriving in this country are entered upon the '| o’clock; and as members have voted to adjourn 


’ ) | over to-morrow, they must have time enough. I 
Now, it seems || 


oath of the owners, and where they are consigned 
a consular certificate is required, 
to me that this addiuonal provision conveys a sort 
of impatation upon merchants who are importing 
goods into the city of New York. It adds an ad- 
ditional and very unnecessary expense, and I can- 


| and he thinks it a most excellent provision. 


not see what possible good can result from sucha || 


system. 
densome as possible, and it seems to me that the 
main object of this provision is merely to give to 


$i. fam utterly opposed to any further restric- 
tions being imposed upon merchants in the entry 


We should make this act as little bur- | 


of goods. There are undoubtedly frauds perpe- | 


trated, but I see no reason why merchants of high 
character should be reflected on by the legislation 
of this Congress merely because some frauds are 
committed. ‘ 
stricken out. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This section is 
an amendment to the present law, which only re- 
quires an invoice to be certified by a foteign owner 
when the goods are subject to ad valorem duties. 
Since the law in relation to these verifications 
was passed, we have changed the tariff so as to 
provide for specific duties on a great many arti- 


cles. Now, unless we have a provision some- | 
what similar to this, goods which are subject to 


specific duties can be imported by a foreign owner 
without this verification. 
that in some districts in foreign countries almost 
all the goods sent hither are made expressly for 
the American market, and are invoiced at the cost 
of the raw materials and labor only—in fact, come 
under fraudulent invoices, or by a systematic eva- 
sion, Which furnishes no market value’ by which 
you can ascertain the true market value of the 
merchandise in the principal ports of the coun- 
try from whence exported upon which the duties 
should be levied. Our own merchants are not 


treated fairly by such a system. The Committee 
of Ways and Means thought it was no hardshi 


and no imputation upon any class of merchants to | 


1 therefore hope the section will be || 


itis well known also | 


| on Senate bill No. 171, to reorganize the Navy 





| count of every dollar. 


_ ing House bill No. 531, increasing temporarily the | 


gi | come to no conclusion thereon. 
some consuls and commercial agents this fee of || 


require that every invoice shall be properly certi- | 
fied, whether of a foreigner or of an American. 
In relation to the fees, I desire to say to the gen- 
tleman from New York that most laut princi- 
pal consuls and commercial agents receive salaries 
fixed by law—fees are accounted for—and where it 
is otherwise, this provision will increase their fees 
only to a small extent, and not beyond what is 
reasonable, perhaps, for the service, and the Gov- 
ernment will receive at least three fourths of all | 
the fees that will be collected on these consular 
certificates, as they are required to render an ac- 


Mr. ODELL. I move pro forma to strike out the 
last word of the section, for the purpose of asking 
the gentleman from Vermont if I understood him | 
to say that the oath required by the present law 
regulating the importation of foreign goods is 
confined to those paying ad valorem duties? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iso understand 
the law so far as foreign shippers are concerned. 

Mr. ODELL. That isa mistake. If I under- | 
stand the law correctly, the present law provides 
forall that is provided for in this section. In all 
cases where goods are owned in this country the | 
oath may be administered here. The oath of the 
owner is requisite for the entry of the goods; the 
consul has nothing to do with it. But in all cases 
where the goods are owned abroad, the consular 
certificate is required for which the consul is en- 
titled to a fee of $2. 

Now, | agree entirely with my colleague that the | 
effect of this law will be merely to put fees into the | 
vockets of these consuls and commercial agents. 
do notsay that that is the intention or object of 
the Committee of Waysand Means, but the effect 
of it will be to add largely to their fees and add 
nothing to the revenue, while it will embarrass 
very much the operations of our merchants in | 





| purchasing their goodsabroad. I hope the whole 


section will be stricken out. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. [have conferred | 
with the largest importing merchantin Néw York, | 


Mr. ODELL withdrew his amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. Warp’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEVENS. The next section of the bill 
will require some time to read, and there may be | 
diversity of opinion about it. It is now near five | 


move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Dawes reported that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 
had had under consideration the special order, be- | 





duties on imports, and for other purposes, and had 


REORGANIZATION OF NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. MOORHEAD, from the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 


Department of the United States, reported that the 
committee had met, and after full and free confer- 
ence had agreed to recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: ' 
That the House recede from its third and fourth amend- 
ment to the bill, and that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment to the fourteenth amendment of the House, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: Strike out the 
words “ captains on other duty,’ and insert in lieu thereof 


the words * $3,000 per annum ;” and that the House agree 
to the said amendment to the amendment. 


Mr. MOORHEAD demanded the previous 
question on agreeing to the report. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, and under its operation 
the report was agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report of the committee’of con- 
ference was agreed to; and also moved to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEMPERANCE LECTURER. 


Mr. RICE, of Maine, asked unanimous con- | 
sent to offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the use of this House be, and hereby is, 
granted to Rev. J. B. Marvin, in which to deliver a lecture | 


upon the subject of temperance, on Sunday next, at four | 
o’ciock, p. m. 


Mr. JOHNSON objected. 5 | 
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RECUSANT WITNESS. 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, of- 
fered the following resolution: 

Whereas Michael C. Murphy, of the cityof New York 
was on the 25d instant duly served in person by order of 
this House, and by its Sergeant-at-Arms, with subpena 
to appear and testify before the Judiciary Committee, jy 
the matter of inquiry referred to it in reference to Hop 
Bensamin Woop; and whereas the said Michael C. Mur_ 
phy has refused to obey the order of the House in the prem- 
ises, and is in contempt of the House: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is here- 
by, directed to arrest the said Michael C. Murphy, and bring 
him forthwith before this House, to answer for his contempt 
in the premises, and to subject himself to its order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I inquire whether the facts 
recited in the resolution are correctly stated? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Theoriginal subpena is here, 
with the return of the Sergeant-at-Arms upon it, 
as stated in the resolution. I may say, in addition, 
that I learned from the Sergeant-at-Arms that the 
witness told him contemptuously he would notat- 
tend. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered; and under its operation 
the resolution was adopted. 


REBELLION LOSSES. 


Mr. FENTON. [ask the consent of the House 
to make the rebellion losses bill a special order for 
Thursday next. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. 

oned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois 
is not entitled to the floor. 

Mr.LOVEJOY. Then I object to the bill being 
made a special order. 


FURLOUGHS TO SICK SOLDIERS. 


Mr. BLAKE. I ask leave to offer the follow- 
ing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instructed to in- 
quire into the propriety and expediency of granting fur- 
loughs to all sick and wounded soldiers now in the hospitals 
in and about Washington, who may desire it, and who the 
proper officers of the medical department of the hospitals 
will certify are so disabled from sickness or wounds as to 
be unable to perform military duty for several weeks, but 
who are able to return to their homes without injury to their 
health, and communicate to this House his action therein 
as speedily as possible. 


Mr. MAYNARD objected. 

And then, on motion of Mr. LOVEJOY, (at four 
o’clock and forty-five minutes, p.m.,) the House 
adjourned till Monday next. 


eee 


I move that the bill be post- 








IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, June 28, 1862. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. SunpERLAND. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary ot 
War, transmitting, in answer to aresolution of the 
Senate of the 9th instant, copies of official reports 
from the officers in command relating to the recent 
battles of Pittsburg Landing. 

Mr. WADE. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POWELL. And printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion 
has not been made. 

Mr. POWELL. ,I make it. 


The motion to print was agreed to. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. KING. I present a petition from volun- 
teers who have been hono sbiy discharged from 
the service of the United States, setting forth that 
when they enlisted they expected to fulfill their 
duties as soldiers for the full term of their enlist- 
ment, but they have been discharged on account 
of disabilities arising while in actual service from 
sickness, wounds, and other causes incidental to 
the service, and unavoidable; and that they are 
informed the bounty authorized is not allowed 
them, which they expected to receive when they 
enlisted. They ask that the bounty of $100 may 
be extended t6 them. A very large list of dis- 
| charged soldiers sign the petition. ‘I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WADE. I have a petition numcrously 
| signed from citizens of Ohio, — forth that 

i 


| they view with astonishment and feelings of deep 
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; x i] 
humiliation the tender regard shown by the mil- | tion of the Senate, the recommendation of the Sec- 


iiary authorities of the Federal Government for | 


the property of notorious traitors in arms against 

the United States, and praying that more energetic 

and stringent measures may be adopted by the 

Government. I move that it be referred to the 

Committee on Military Affairs and the Militia. 
It was so referred. 


Mr. HOWE presented the petition of the Mil- 


waukee and Rock River Land Company, remon- | 
strating against the payment to the State of Wis- 
consin of the five per cent. fund which has ac- | 


cumulated on sales of public lands in that State 
before a final adjustment of the claims of the com- 
pany; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. GRIMES, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of John McCutcheon be with- 
drawn from the files of the Senate, and delivered to Aun 
McCutcheon, his widow. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 


Mr. POWELL gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a bill to punish persons who 


give, or offer to give, members of Congress and | 


oflicers of the Government of the United States 


consideration for procuring contracts, office, or | 


place from the Government of the United States. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred the resolution to print 
one thousand copies of the act for the collection 


of internal revenue for the use of the Senate, re- | 


ported in favor of printing the same; and the re- 
ort was agreed to. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed in addition to the usual 
number, twenty-five thousand copies of the report of the 


Commissioner of Patents on agriculture, for the year 1861, | 


twenty thousand of which for the use of the Senate, and 
five thousand for distribution by the Interior Department. 


Mr. COLLAMER, from the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads, to whom was referred 


the memorial of Marshall O. Roberts and others, | 


trustees of A. G. Sloo, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 373) for the relief of the 
trustees of A.G. Sloo. The bill was read, and 


. | 
passed to a second reading, and the report was | 


ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on Public 


Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 318) | 
for relief in the land claims in California, known | 


as claims of Francisco Soberanes to a tract of 
land known as ** Sanjon de Santa Rita,’’ and of 
Joseph 8. Alemany, to the mission ** San Fran- 
cisco Solano,” reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the joint resolution 
(S. No. 84) for the relief of the State of Wisconsin, 
asked to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Claims; which was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. FESSENDEN, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. No. 
187) to authorize an additional issue of the United 


States notes, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments. e 


PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HALE, The Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the House bill for the relief 
of the president and directors of the Panama Rail- 
road Company, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and instructed me to report it back, with 
the recommendation that it pass, and I am also 
instructed to ask for its present consideration; 
and if the Senate will give me their ear for a mo- 
ment, | think it will pass without a division. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. No. 
428) for the relief the president and directors of 
the Panama Railroad Company, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the 
payment to the president and directors of the Pan- 
ama Railroad Company of $7,475, in full of all 
claims of that company on the United States for 
the transportation of certain persons from Pana- 


ma to New York by agreement with Commodore 
Mervine. 


Mr. HALE. I desire to read, for the satisfac- 
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retary of the Navy on this subject, made some 
timeago. Itis very short. Certain persons en- 
gaged with Walker in Nicaragua were captured. 
The Secretary says: 


**The whole number of men surrendered and carricd to 
Panama was about three hundred and sixty-four. Com- 
modore Mervine finding his squadron suddenly incumbered 
with these men, in the most wretched condition, suffering | 
for the want of everything, and endangering the health of | 
those under his command, had no mode of relief except by 
turning them adrift, which was impossible, or sending them 
by the railway to Aspinwall. Adopting the latter alterna- | 
tive, he was under the necessity of drawing on the Depart- 
ment, in favor of the railway company, for $7,475, being the 
amount which would be due for transporting them across 
the Isthmus at the usual rate ofcharge. This bill has neither 
been paid, accepted, nor protested. The company volun- 
tarily relinquished the personal responsibility of Commo- 
dore Mervine, and put the bill at the disposal of the Gov- | 
ernment. I submit it, with an expression of my conviction | 
that Congress should make reasonable provision for it.’’ 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 
third time, and passed. 


LAND OFFICE IN NEVADA. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate take 
up the bill (H. R. No. 442) to establish a land dis- 
trictin the Territory of Nevada, and for other pur- | 
poses. It will take but a moment. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. Itenacts that the public lands of the United 
States in the Territory of Nevada shall constitute a 
land district, to be called the district of Nevada, the 
office for which shall be established at such place 
within the district as the President of the United 
States may from time to time direct, and that the 
preemption laws be extended to the Territory. 
The President is authorized to appoint, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, a regis- 
ter and receiver for the district, who will be re- 
quired to reside at the site of the office, and have 
the same powers and perform the same duties as 
are now and may hereafter be prescribed by law 
for other land officers, and whose compensation 
will be the same as allowed to such officers by the 
act approved April 20, 1818, entitled ** An act for | 


changing the compensation of receivers and regis- || 


ters of the land offices.’? When the settlers in any | 
township or townships, not mineral or reserved | 
by Government, shall desire asurvey made of the 
same under the authority of the Surveyor Gen- | 
eral of the United States, and shall file an appli- | 
cation thereof in writing, and deposit in a proper 
United States depository to the credit qf the Uni- 
ted States a sum sufficient to pay for such survey, | 
together with all expenses juiibent thereto, with- 
out cost or claim for indemnity on the United 
States, it will be lawful for the Surveyor General, 
under such instructions as may be given him by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
in accordance with existing laws and instructions, 
to survey such township or townships, and make 
return thereof to the general and proper local land 
office, provided that the townships so proposed to 
be surveyed are within the range of the regular 
progress of the public surveys embraced by exist- 
ing standard lines or bases for the township and | 
subdivisional surveys. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL ARSENALS. 


Mr. WADE. 
No. 342. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
342) for the establishment of certain national 
arsenals was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to establish a national arsenal 
at Columbus, Ohio; at Indianapolis, Indiana; and 
at Rock Island, Illinois, for the deposit and repair 
of arms and other munitions of war; and for the 
purpose of carrying this act into effect, itappropri- 
ates the sum of $100,000. 

Mr. GRIMES. 1 move to strike out the word | 
‘*at’’ before the words ** Rock Island,’’ and insert | 
**on;’’ so as to read, “ on Rock Island, in the State | 
of Illindis.”’ 

Mr. WADE. I consent to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWNING. I move to amend the sec- 
ond section of the bill by striking out the words | 
**on Rock Island,’’ and inserting *‘ at Quincy.” 
If an arsenal is to be established in Illinois or upon | 


I move to take up Senate bill 
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the Mississippi river, I think Rock Island would 
| be very far from being the most appropriate place 

at which to locate it. If it should ever become a 
| pointof attack, so that it would become necessary 
to defend the place, | know of no place that would 
be less defensible than Rock Island, situated in 
the river, with bluffs on each side from which it 
might be very readily assailed—points from which 
itcould easily be commanded by batteries or troops 
that might approach the river. But the principal 
objection to it is its inaccespibility by the river. If 
we need an arsenal on the Mississippi river, we 
| need it much further south than Roek Island. 
Rock Island is, perhaps, some one hundred and 
| fifty miles above the Des Moines rapids of the 
Mississippi river. 

Mr.GRIMES. About one hundred and twenty 
miles, 

Mr. BROWNING. I was thinking that it was 
about two hundred mies from Quincy. It is one 
hundred and twenty miles from the upper end of 
the rapids, | presume the Senator means. | sup- 
pose itis nearly one hundred and fifty; it is one 
hundred and thirty or one hundred and forty at 
| any rate, from the foot of the Des Moines rapids; 
| and one hundred and twenty, probably, from the 
head of the Des Moines rapids. Those rapids can 
not be passed by steamboats; boats cannot ascend 
them without being lightered over them on an av- 
erage of three months in the year, on account of 
the stage of the water. There is a portage of twelve 
or fifteen miles from Keokuk to Montrose, on the 
west side of the river. That portage has always 
to be made. The boats that pass the river, except 
when the water is in very high stages, have to 
lighter over and transport their freight in lighters; 
and very frequently, for months and months to- 
gether, they cannot pass the rapids at all, even at 
| that cost of time and labor. In the winter season 
| itis completely shut out; and the winter season 
there embraces, | suppose, on an average, from 
| the Ist of November until near the Ist of May— 
certainly until some time in April. During that 
| period navigation is totally obstructed on that part 
of the river by ice, so that there are not more than 
three months in the year, and perhaps not three 
months in the year, on an average, when it is 
easily accessible by the river. 

If it were, however, easily accessible, you 
would still have to transport your arms a great 
distance. Where you want arms now, and al- 
ways will want them, probably, if you need them 
at all, will be very much south of Rock Island 
on the river, and you will have to transport them 
hundreds of miles from the place where they are 
needed for use, to Rock Island for repair, and 
transport them back again when you want them 
for use. Quincy is situated forty miles below the 
foot of the Des Moines rapids, where there is an 
uninterrupted navigation all the year by the river, 
as good navigation as there is in the valley of the 
Mississippi river, with the exception of a very 
short period in winter when the navigation is 
sometimes interrupted by ice; but there js rarely 
a month in the year, even in the winter months, 
when navigation is not open as far up as Quincy. 
If any one will take a map and put his finger 
upon Quincy, or put one foot of the compass 
there and sweep around, it will be found to be as 
nearly central of the three States of Lowa, IIli- 
nois, and Missouri as you can rer select a 
place. It includes the major part of all these three 
States as a central point around which they col- 
lect and lie. It is directly on the only railroad 
route of communication that now exists between 
the Atlantic coast and the Missouri river, and 
precisely in the line of the great Pacific railroad, 
or one branch of it, for which we passed a bill in 
this body a few daysago. Itisonthe same parallel 
of latitude, as I had occasion once before to men- 
tion, beginning east with the cities of Philadel- 
phia, Pittsburg, Columbus, Indianapolis, Spring- 
field, then Quincy, St. Joseph, and Denver City. 
They are all on the same parallel of latitude; a few 
miles north and south will cover and include the 
whole of them. It is situated in the heart of what 





| itis perhaps not extravagant or unreasonable to 


| say is the richest portion of the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi, in every direction from it to almost an un- 
| limited extent. It is separated by the river only 
| from the richest portion of Missouri. It is within 
| forty miles of the southern boundary of lowa, aid 
| as directly central in the State of Illinois upon its 
| western border as you can geta place. [tis pre- 
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cisely central on the western border of the State 
of Illinois, and lying in the tier with Ohio and 
Indiana, right in the same range. ! 
it every possible facility and convenience for such 
an establishment as this, if it becomes necessary 
to manufacture arms. I believe there is a good 
deal of walnut timber used in theananufacture of 
arms for stocks of guns, &c., and there are ex- 
haustless quantities of the very best quality around 
Quincy. ‘There is no finer coal in all the valley 
of the Mississippi thap there is around it in ex- 
haustless quantities. Material of every descrip- 
tion for building of every kind that can be used 
is as cheap and as easily procured there as at any 
other place that can be named in the entire re- 
gions of the West. 

Taking all these things into consideration, it is 
unquestionably in my Judgment an immensely 


preferable position for the location of such an in- | 
stitution as this, if itis deemed necessary to es- | 


tablish one, to Rock Island. Rock Island isaway 


toward the northern part of the State, upon the | 


extreme northwestern border of the State, and is, 
as | have already remarked, cut off from com- 
munication by river for more than three quarters 
of the year, and such an establishment could not 


be erected there, and could not be maintained af- | 


ter it was erected, without incurring a great deal 
more expenditure than would be necessary at the 


place I have indicated, and without being sub- | 
jected to a great many more inconveniences in || 
every way in the distribution of arms when they || 
were needed and when they had them, than would | 
be encountered at the other point, and if this is || 
to be done at all, I trust the amendment I have | 


suggested will prevail. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


from Ilinois, which is to strike out ** on Rock 
isiand,’’ and insert * at Quincy.”’ 
Mr. GRIMES. Itis the most natural thing in 


the world that the Senator from Illinois should be | 


partial to the point that he has indicated. I pre- 
sume that I could make remarks in behalf of the 
town in which I live that would be at least as sat- 
isfactory to myself, to convince the Senate and 
the country that that is exactly the point for this 
arsenal, and that a line running through that 
point will strike the most important cities in the 
country; but I think I can convince the Senator 
himself, at any rate all those who are not in- 





It has around || 


The question | 
is on the amendment proposed by the Senator | 


fluenced by any local considerations, that Rock | 


Island is of all other points the very point where 
this arsenal should be located. 

in the first place, Mr. President, in the early 
days of this Government the principle was set- 
tled that arsenals should be established in the 
centers of population—that is, that there should 
be arsenals dotted over the surface of the country 
so thatthe people could be armed in an emergency 


without incurring too great an expense in sup- | 
Hence it was that they | 


plying them with arms. 
established one called the Kennebec arsenal, at 
Augusta, in Maine; another in Watertown, in the 
State of Massachusetts; another at Watervliet, in 
the State of New York; another at Frankford, in 
the State of Pennsylvania; another, one of small 
dimensions, somewhere I believe in the State of 
New Jersey; another one at Pittsburg, in the State 
of Pennsylvania. West of that, and after a long 
time of peace, and the West was developed, they 
did not pursue that policy, and did not continue it 
except at certain points. They established a small 
one at Dearborn, in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. HOWARD. A mighty small one. 

Mr. GRIMES. I know it was small, but they 
had one there, and it was considered of some im- 
yortance when Michigan was a frontier State. 
Then they established one at Leavenworth, in 
Kansas, and another at Jefferson City. Those 
were established when they were frontier States. 
The occurrences of the last year have demon- 
strated that the policy of the founders of the Gov- 
ernment was right; that these arsenals ought to be 
established at certain points in every State. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to inform me where there is an arsenal in 
New Jersey? 

Mr. GRIMES. I think there.was one at Tren- 
ton. [am not certain about it; but I think there 
vas one established there. 

Mr. TEN EYCK. You would have to go with 
a search warrant to find it. 
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j haps, because of its proximity to the arsenal at | 


|| Frankford, near Philadelphia, and the Watervliet 
and Springfield arsenals, it may have been abol- 
ished. There used to be one there, I know. 

I say, the occurrences of the last year have 
demonstrated that it is essential these armories 


| 

| 

| 

the citizens of those States when they are called 
| into service. Now, look at Rock Island as com- 
| pared with these other places. The Senator says 
| itis above the Rock river rapids in the Missis- 
| Sippiriver. ‘Thatistrue, and thatis the very reason 
| why it ought to be established at Rock Island. 
| The people of that portion of Illinois in which the 
| Senator resides have uninterrupted water commu- 
nication, as he has already told you, with the ar- 
| senal at St. Louis. The people of Illinois north 
_ of the rapids of Rock river have not that commu- 
nication. 


| his State, of two hundred and fifty miles, I think; 
and yet, according to the Senator’s own argu- 
ment, they are cut off from the ability to supply 
themselves with arms by the inaccessibility of the 
arsenal at St. Louis in consequence of these very 
|| rapids to which he has referred us. ' 
| Then again, sir, that part of Missouri that lies 
on the Hannibal and St. Joseph road can be sup- 
plied from the arsenal at Leavenworth. There is 
another arsenal at Liberty, Missouri, 1 think. I 
do not know whether that is used or not. They 
| used to have one at Liberty, Missouri. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. It is not used 
now for that purpose. 

Mr. GRIMES. It may not be used, but there 
is one there. That portion of the country may 
be supplied from the arsenal at Liberty or Leav- 
enworth; and hence the whole argument of the 
Senator from Illinois, so far as position is con- 
cerned, falls to the ground. 


the accommodation of Illinois alone. Here is an 
island embracing some five hundred acres of land. 
It belongs to the Government of the United States. 
It has been reserved for this specific purpose. The 
Government has refused to part with its title with 





no other. If you locate the arsenal at any other 
chase the land, which will cost as much as the ap- 
propriation that is asked for in this bill to erect an 
arsenal. Then, again, itis on an island in the Mis- 
sissippi river, and will be more accessible to the 
people of ‘the western half of Wisconsin, and to 
the people of Minnesota, than it would be at 
Quincy, or at any other point below, and more 
accessible to the people of lowa and two thirds or 
one half of the peopie of Illinois, than at any other 
point. 

There are other great advantages in this place. 
There is a water power there unequaled: by any 
on this continent, unless it be that of Niagara Falls. 
| The whole volume of the current of the Missis- 





the Government sees fit to use it for those pur- 
poses; and that was one ofthe reasons why it was 
originally reserved by the Government for these 
specific purposes of an arsenal and armory. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Illinois by striking out 
‘*Quincy,”’ and inserting “ Keokuk.”’ I think 
Keokuk one of the most eligible positions in the 
whole Northwest. I think naturally it is the finest 
position upon the upper Mississippi, between the 
mouth of the Ohio and the sources of the Missis- 
sippi. I think it is the finest position upon that 
stream. It is at the mouth of the Des Moines. 
The valley of the Des Moines is the best and 
largest section of agricultural land in the United 
States. It would average a width of sixty or 
seventy miles. 

Mr. GRIMES. Is this motion in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis in order. 
The proposition of the Senator from Lilinois is to 
amend the bill by striking out the words ‘ on 
Rock Island,’ and inserting ‘* at Quincy.”’ It is 
a proposition to strike outand insert. Either the 
matter proposed to be stricken out, or the matter 
proposed to be inserted, may be modified before 

the question of striking out and inserting shall be 
taken. The Senator from Kentucky moves to 
amend the matter proposed to be inserted, by 





Mr. GRIMES. There was one there. Per- || striking out the word * Quincy,’”’ and inserting 


There is an extent of country north of 
those rapids, from Keokuk up to the north line of 


This arsenal at Rock Island is designed not for 


a view of using it for this specific purpose and for 


place, the Government will be compelled to pur- 


sippi river can be used for mechanical purposes if 


should be in the centers of large States or in prox- | 
imity to densely populated States, in order to arm | 











** Keokuk.”’ If that is adopted, the question wi] 
recur on striking out the words * on Rock Island,” 
and inserting ‘* at Keokuk.”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I had hoped this motion would 
meet not only the acquiescence but the cordial sup- 
port of the honorable Senator from Iowa. It is 
a motion made in favor of his State, and it is a 
motion made in favor of the best position upon the 
upper Mississippi. I do not hesitate to say that 
in my judgment, as a natural position for a cit 
and for an institution of this kind, Keokuk isa 
superior position to St. Louis. Weare informed 
that there isa railroad now under construction 
from Keokuk up the Des Moines to Des Moines 
city, and on to the northwest until it reaches the 
extreme northwestern border of lowa, and it is 
designed to go further west and penetrate that in- 
definite northwestern region so far as it may be 
eligible to carry such a work. Keokuk is at the 
foot of the lower principal rapids in the Missis- 
eee There are two great rapids in the 
Mississippiriver. The one is the Rock river rap- 
ids, and the other is the Des Moines rapids. They 
are both rapids in the Mississippi river; and each 
takes its name from the contiguity of tributary 
streams, one called the Rock river and the other 
the Des Moines river. 

The very forcible objection urged by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois to the extreme northwestern po- 
sition of Rock Island as the situation for this ar- 
senal does not apply of course to Keokuk as a 
position for the same institution, because that is 
in the extreme southeastern corner of the State of 
Iowa. It is therefore more central in its position. 
It would be more contiguous, and more tribu- 
tary as a matter of convenience in the supply for 
all that great region ney. both west ail enat 
of the Mississippi river. is other formidable 
objection, that Eefore you can reach Rock Island 
you have to pass the falls of the Des Moines 
river, would be obviated by making Keokuk the 
location. As the honorable Senator says, there is 
a fall there of about fourteen feet in some twelve 
miles in the Mississippi river. This fall consti- 
tutes a very great and available water power; and 
by proper appliances in the way of blasting, &c., 
a water power might be obtained at that point suf- 
ficient to drive all the machinery that would be 
necessary in connection with such an institution. 

As | befgre stated, it is in the very center of 
the finest agricultural region, I suppose, upon the 
face of the earth. Here is the State of lowa. 
Will the honorable Senator be kind enough to in- 
form me of the number of square miles in the State 
of lowa? I have forgotten. 

Mr. GRIMES. About fifty-six thousand. 

* Mr. DAVIS. I venture to affirm that there is 
in nocommunity on thiscontinentan equal amount 
of as fertile land as there is contained in the bound- 
aries of the State of lowa. There is no State in the 
Union, according to my information and research- 
es, that has a less quantity or so small a quantity 
of refuse land. In point of salubrity of climate, 
fertility of svil, and rolling face of country that 
drains well, and a suppl lanes and fountains 
for the use of man, of the most salubrious water, 
there,is no State in the Northwest or anywhere in 
the United States that can compete with lowa. If 
ou take the country in the angle between the Des 
oines river and the northern Missouri line and 
the upper tier of counties in Missouri bordering 
upon her line, they constitute a very magnificent 
and most expansivéregion of the finest agricul- 
tural country upon the continent. The water 
communication that exists to that point, and the 
railroad communications that have already been 
constructed and are in operation, and others that 
are designed and are in the course of construc- 
tion, will give it facilities of access that will not be 
surpassed by any point upon the coptivent; and 
every material necessary for such manufactures 
as would be entered upon at a United States arse- 
nal, andevery facility forthose manufactures could 
be obtained there with as much facility and as 
much cheapness, and inas high a degree of excel- 
lence there as they could be obtained anywhere. | 
am no machinist, and I know very little of ma- 
chinery or of the power necessary for driving 
machinery; but I presume that where water power 
can be obtained, it is the best, it is the cheapest, 
and it is the most uniform in its action. All the 
water power that is necessary for any purposes 
of machinery connected with an arsenal, can be 
obtained there’ata very moderate expense. 
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[t seems to me that that position is eminently 
the one which invites the location of an arsenal, 
and I still hope that the Senator from Iowa will 
withdraw his support and advocacy from Rock 
Island, and that he will unite with me and give his 
effective and almost controlling assistance in this 
body in favor of Keokuk as the site for this ar- 
senal. 

. Mr. GRIMES. I have only one word to say. 
[appreciate the sentiment by which the Senator 
wasactuated when he offered this amendment, and 
| know it will be gratifying to him for me to tell 
him that the people of my State have settled this 
question for themselves, and have instructed their 
members in this body to go for Rock Island. They 
have decided it upon national principles, and we 
have been twice instructed to vote for Rock Island 
in preference to any other point. I have nodoubt 
that will be exceedingly gratifying to the Senator 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
is satisfying. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not wish to speak on this 
subject. “This bill has received the approbation of 
the Military Committee after mature deliberation. 
I believe every member of the committee has as- 
sented to it. They have deliberated upon the lo- 
cation. Now, much might be said upon all these 
localities; and every gentleman that is pleasantly 
and agreeably situated in a State may, if he will, 
find very good reasons why an arsenal should be 
established there. Much has been said about the 
soil and climate, its fertility, and all that. That 
is a characteristic of the whole West; at all events 
it will be difficult to find a place there where the 
soil would not be sufficiently good to establish an 
arsenal, | presume. Indeed we have made very 
good guns at a Ferry, where you cannot 
raise potatoes. [Laughter.] I do not think all 
these considerations have much to do with it. I 
am anxious that the bill should pass. 1 am per- 
fectly aware, as were the committee, that the Gov- 
ernment, now having so many soldiers in the field, | 
has to transport arms to Springfield, or some dis- 
tant point, to have them repaired, and has to 
return them; and this is really costing the Gov- 
ernment more than it would cost toestablish those 
arsenals nearer home. As the committee have de- 
liberated on all these places and fixed the loca- 
tions, I hope the Senate will stand by what they 
have done, and give us the bill. 

Mr. HARLAN. [hope that my colleague, and 
I know he will, in fact, vote for Keokuk; that is, | 
for the amendment to the amendment suggested 
by the Senator from Kentucky. Although we are 
instructed to vote for Rock Island on the final vote, 
we are not instructed to vote for Quincy in oppo- 
sition to Keokuk; and while lam upI will indorse 
every word the Senator from Kentucky has said 
in relation to the eligibility of Keokuk. There is 
a water power there that is almost absolutely with- 
out limit. The entire bed of the Mississippi may 
be brought to bear on machinery at that point, as | 
wellas at Rock Island. The bed of the river is 
rocky, and the banks are rocks on both sides, and 
there is a fall to the extent stated by the Senator 
from Kentucky; and if Rock Island shall not be 
settled on as the point, I know of no other better 
point thaneKeokuk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question | 
is between Keokuk and Quincy, on the amend- | 
ment to theamendment moved by the Senator from | 
Kentucky. 

Mr. BROWNING. With all deference to the | 
opinion of the Senator from Ohio, I think that some 
of the considerations suggested are pertinent to 
the question under consideration. They were not 
suggested by him, it is true; but still I thingshey 
have some relation to the question, and some per- 
tinence to it. It appears to me that reainan t | 
is a question very well worthy of being consid- 
ered in connection with the location of an arsenal. 
It is an argument which he himself urged in favor 
of the establishment of arsenals as proposed by 
him, because he said Springfield was so inaccessi- 
ble from the seats of war, and the places where 
arms are being used. Sir, Springfield to-day is | 
more accessible than Rock Island to all the seats 
of war, and it will cost less to transport arms from 
any of the seats of war to Springfield than to Rock 
Island. 

Mr. WADE. I mean Springfield, Massachu- | 
setts. 


Mr. BROWNING. I know you do. 


It is not very gratifying; but it 











| mittee on Finance relating to contracts. 
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policy of the Government to send its troops to the | 
i} 


seats of war before arming them? 

Mr. BROWNING. No, sir. 

Mr. GRIMES. 
where they are raised? 

Mr. BROWNING. I was appropriately, I 
think, replying to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio, that a reason for establishing these 
arsenals, and the force of which I fully appreci- 
ate, was, that the present arsenals were so inacces- 
sible to the seats of war where we were using arms, 
and from which they had to be sent to the arse- 
nals for repair. Rock Island to-day would be less 
accessible, I believe, even to the army of the Mis- 
sissippi, than Springfield, Massachusetts would; 
itis not quite so far off, but there are not such 
facilities for reaching it. 

The Senator from Kentucky is, perhaps, not as 
familiar with either the geography or the topog- 
raphy of the States and places ind’ 
of the rest of us are. 
diate constituents have large interests at Keokuk, 
and would be glad to have anything located there 
that would tend to advance the prosperity of that 
place. I have nothing to say in depreciation of 


into no comparisons of wealth, of fertility, of re- 


and any other State. Illinois needs no eulogy from 
me, or anybody else. As far as all these things 
are concerned, she can proudly stand in competi- 
tion with any other country on earth. It does not 
require elaborate eulogies to enforce her claims in 


tucky refers as enhancing the claims of Keokuk 
for the location of this arsenal. 


and as a center of population. It is hard to put 
your finger down upon any point of this continent 
that is not a center of some population. 

Mr.GRIMES. The Senator misapprehends 
me. I said it was the policy of the original found- 
ers of the Government, those who first com- 
menced to administer it, to establish arsenals at 
the centers of given areas of population; and hence 
it was upon that principle that they established 
all the arsenals in the eastern and in the southern 
States, but that for the last thirty years this rule 
had been departed from. I said that Quincy ap- 
propriately came within the area of the arsenal at 
St. Louis, with which it had uninterrupted com- 
munication. 

Mr. BROWNING. But it does not 

‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning 
hour having expired the consideration of the bill 
now before the Senate gives way to the special 
order of the day. 

Mr. WADE. I hope we shall pass over the 
special order, by common consent, and take a vote 
on this bill. [ am anxious that it should pass. I 
do not know how near the end of the session we 
are; but this is an important measure, and I wish 
to have it disposed of. 

Mr. BROWNING. I want to say something 
before the vote is taken; not much. 

Mr. WADE. Does the Senator prepose to 
oecupy any considerable time? 

Mr. BROWNING. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved to 
postpone the special order and continue the con- 
sideration of the bill relating to the location of cer- 
tain national arsenals. 

Mr. CLARK. [hope the special order will not 
be postponed; but if anything is to be done, it may 
give way by unanimous consent, if this bill will 
not take time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no 
eae it will be passed over for the time being 
informally, subject to be called up by any mem- 
ber of the body. 

Mr. LANE, of Kansas. I object. 
proceed with the confiscation bill. 


PUBLICATION OF CONTRACTS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 


order of the day is before the Senate, and it can be 
postponed only by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. There was a resolution intro- 
duced the other day by the chairman of the Com- 
It was 
of some importance, and on my motion it was 
postponed for the purpose of inquiring whether it 
would not impede the action of the Departments, 





I waut to 


either Keokuk or the State of Iowa, and I enter | 


sources, or anything of the sort, between Illinois | 


all the particulars to which the Senator from Ken- | 


The Senator from lowa insists upon Rock Isl- | 


Should they not be armed | 


icated as some | 
I know some of his imme- || 
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Mr. GRIMES. Does the Senator think it is the | and I addressed a line to the War Department and 


Navy Department. I have got an answer from 
the Secretary of War, who says it will not only 
not impede but will be beneficial to have it eneed, 
and he wants it passed, and I hope by unanimous 
consent that it will be taken up and passed. 

Mr. CLARK. I hardly think we had better 
take up any other matter aes we cannot go along 


with this, unless it is a matter of very great im- 
portance. 


CONFISCATION OF REBEL PROPERTY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
471) to confiscate the property of rebels for the 
payment of the expenses of the present rebellion, 
and for other purposes, the pending question be- 


| ing on the motion of Mr. CLark to amend the bill 


by striking out all after the enacting clause, and 
inserting as a substitute: 


That every person who shall hereafter commit the crime 
of treason against the United States, and shall be adjudged 
guilty thereof, shall suffer death, and all his slaves, if any, 
shall be declared and made free ; or, at the discretion of the 
court, he shall be imprisoned for not less than five years, 
and fined not less than $10,000, and all his slaves, if any, 
shall be declared and made free; said fine shall be levied 
and collected on any or all of the property, real and per- 
sonal, excluding slaves, of which the said person so con 
victed was the owner atthe time of committing the said 
crime, any sale or conveyance to the contrary notwith- 
standing. 

Sec.2. And be it further enacted, That if any person shall 
hereafter incite, set on foot, assist, or engage in any rebel- 
lion or insurrection against the authority of the United 
States, or the laws thereof, or shall give aid or comfort there- 
to, or shall engage in, or give aid and comfort to, any such 
existing rebellion or insurrection, and be convicted thereof, 
such person shall be punished by imprisonment for a period 
not exceeding ten years, or by the forfeiture of all his per 


| sonal property of every kind whatsoever, including choses 


in action, and by the forfeiture of his life estate in any real 
property of which he may be the owner, wherever situated 
within the United States, and by the liberation of all his 
slaves, if any he have; and all such property, excluding 
slaves, shall be forfeited to the United States, or by both of 
said punishments, at the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That every persor guilty 
of either of the offenses described in this act shall be for 
ever incapadle and disqualified to hold any office under the 
United States. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That this act shal! not 
be construed in any way to affect or alter the prosecution, 
conviction, or punishment of any person or persons guilty 
of treason against the United States before the passage of 
this act, unless such person is convicted under this act. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That to insure the more 
speedy termination of the present rebellion, and the appre- 
hension, conviction, and punishment of the persons cn- 
gaged therein, the President is hereby authorized, and it 
shall be his duty, by the marshals of the respective districts, 
or such commissioners or other officers as he may appoint 
for that purpose, to seize and sequester the property, real 
and personal, of every kind, including choses in action, of 
such persons as shall have been actively and notoriously 
engaged in said rebellion, and especially of persons hereafter 
acting as officers of the army or navy of the rebels, now or 
hereafter in arms against the United States; persons here- 
after acting as president or vice president, member of con- 
gress, head of department, civil officer, judge, foreign min- 
ister, or commissioner of the so-called contederate States ; 
persons hereafter acting as an officer, whether civil, mil- 
itary, or naval, of any State or Territory, who, by the con- 
stitution of the so-called confederate States is required to 
take an oath to support said constitution; persons who, 
having held an office of honor, trust, or profit under the 
United States, shall hereafter take up arms against the Uni 
ted States; persons who, owning property in the loyal States 
or Territories, or the loyal portions of the disloyal States, 
shall hereafter assist or give aid and comfort to the present 
rebellion; and to hold and possess such property for the 
United States, to secure the appearance of the offender to 
take his trial and abide such punishment as shall be ad- 
judged against him. No slave shall be seized under this 
act; but the United States shall have a lien on all the slaves 
of the persons herein deseribed, to answer such order as 
may be made in regard to them for their liberation; and no 
sale thereof shall be of any force or effect after the coim- 
mission of said offense. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the property so 
seized and sequestered shall be held, possessed, occupied, 
or rented by the officers aforesaid, until the owners thereof 
can be preceeded against by legal prosecution; and if con. 
yicted, until the property can be levied upon, or be de- 
clared forfeited to the United States as herein provided 
And all such personal property as shall be so taken, which 
is perishable, or expensive in keeping, may be sold by said 
officers in the same way and manner that goods and chat 
tels taken in execution can be sold in the same State ; and 
said officers shall keep and render full accounts of all the 
receipts and avails of said property so sold, let, or occupied, 
and pay over the same, deducting the necessary expenses, 
to the Treasury of the United States. And if the owner 
of said property shall be discharged on trial, or sooner, by 
order of the court, said property, or the proceeds thereot, 
if the same shall have been sold, shall be returned to said 
owner. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, Tat if the owner of 
any property which may be seized as aforesaid, shall flee 
from justice so that be cannot be brought to trial upon in 
dictment found, and areturn upon the process for his arrest 
that he cannot be found, an order shail be made by the 
court where said indictment is pending requiring such per- 
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son to nppenr before said court at such time as may be fixed 
therein, and take his trial upon pain of forfeiture of all his 
property, and the liberation of ali his slaves if he shall fail 
to do £0; which said order shall be published in such man 


ner and for such time as the court may determine; and if | 
such person shal! not appear and take his trial as required, 


suc): person shall be taken and deemed to have renounced 
afl claim to any property which may have been seized as 
aforesaid. or of which he shall be the owner, and he and 


his heirs shall be forever barred from making any claim or 


maintaining any action for the recovery thereof, but the 
same shall be forfeited and become the property of the Uni- 
ted States, and his slaves, if any, shall be free. 


Sec. 8 And be it further enacted, That the President of 


the United States, whenever he shall deem it necessary and 
proper for aspeedy and successful termination of the pres- 


ent rebellion, that any personal property, seized by the 


Ariny or Navy, and belonging to a person who shall, after 


the passage of this act, have engaged in rebellion, or given 


| or comfort thereto, should be confiscated, may cause | 


proceedings inrem to be instituted against said property, as 
in admiralty or revenue cases; and if said property shail be 
found to have belonged to a person engaged in rebellion, or 
who has so given aid and comfort thereto, the same shall 


; . r : | 
be forfeited and become the property of the United States, 


and may be sold or disposed of as the court shall direct. 
Suc. ¥..4nd be it further enacted, ‘That at any time after 


the passage of this act, whenever the President of the Uni- | 


ted States shall deem it necessary tor the suppression of this 
rebellion, he shall issue his proclamation commanding all 
persons immediately to lay down their arms and to return 


to their allegiance to the United States ; proclaiming thatif 


any person within any State ordistrict declared by bimina 
state of insurrection shall be found in arms against the 
Government of the United States, thirty days after the date 
of such proclamation, or giving aid and comfort to the pres- 
ent rebellion, the slaves of all such persons, within such 
State or district, shall be made free, and thereupon the 
slaves of all such persons, at the expiration of said thirty 


days, shall be tree and forever discharged from any and all |} 
claim to their labor or service, any law or custom of any | 


Siate to the contrary notwithstanding. 


See. 10. And be it further enacted, That no slave eseap- | 


ing into any State, ‘Territory, or the District of Columbia, 


from any other State, shall be delivered up, or in any way | 


impeded or hindered of his liberty, except for crime, or 

ome offense against the laws, unless the person claiming 
said fugitive shall first make oath that the person to whom 
the labor or service of such fugitive is alleged to be due, is 
his iawful owner, aud has not borne arms against the United 
States inthe present rebellion, nor in any way given aid and 
conufort thereto; and no person engaged in the military or 
naval service of the United States shall, underany pretense 
whatever, assume to decide on the validity of the claim of 
any person to the service or labor of any other person, or 


surrender up any such person to the claimant, on pain of || 


being dismissed trom the service. 

See. ll. nd be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States is authorized to employ as many persons 
of African descent as he may deem necessary and proper, 
for the suppression of this rebellion, and for this purpose he 
may orgauize and use them in such manner as he may 
judge best for the public welfare. 

See. 12. And be it further enacted, That the President of 
the United States is hereby authorized to make provision 
for Lie transportation, colonization, and settlement, in some 
tropical country beyond the limits of the United States, of 
such persons of the African race, made free by the provis- 
ions of this act,as may be willing to emigrate, having first 
obtained the consent of the Government of said country to 
their protection and setuement within the same, with all 
the rights and privileges of freemen. 

Sec. 13. Ind beit jurther enacted, That the President is 
hereby authorized, at any time hereafter, by proclamation, 
to extend to persons who may have participated in the ex- 
isting rebellion in any State or part thereof, pardon and am- 
nesty, with such exceptions and at such time and on such 
conditions as he may deem expedient for the public welfare. 


See. 14, And be it further enacted, That the courts of the || 


Uuited States shall have full power to institute proceed- 
ings, make orders and decrees, issue process, and do all 
other things necessary to carry this act into effect. 


Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I have been 
solicited by different individuals in the Senate to 
make some remarks upon this bill. Perhaps for 
some considerations | ought to do so; but if I 
open the debate, it may continue an indefinite 
time; and if we can have a vote now, if there is 
no other person desirous to speak, | will forbear 
now for the sake of coming to a vote, [** Vote.’’] 

Mr. WILKINSON. I willinform the Senator 
that before the vote is taken, | have some remarks 
to submit. 

Mr. CLARK. Very well. I hope the courtesy 
will be indulged me, if I have anything to say, of 
closing the debate; and if the Senator wishes to 
go on, I cheerfully give way. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. President, I have 
not the vanity to suppose that I can add anything 
to what has already been said in the Senate upon 
the right or duty of Congress to pass a law pro- 
viding for the confiscation of the property of the 
wicked mer who are laboring to destroy this Gov- 
ernment, nor shall I attemptit. The question has 
been exhausted already, and I would not venture 
to say anything upon it were it not for the persist- 
ent and extraordinary course pursued by the Sen- 
ators claiming to be Republicans, ardent advocates 
of the war, and devoted friends of the Union, who 
have evinced so much feeling, and have manifested 


| such bitter hostility to all measures which look 
'| to the confiscation of the property of men in arms 
|| against the constituted authorities of the Govern- 
| ment. 

Sir, [ cannot understand this. Why is it that 
the Senator from Illinois, on the other side of the 
Chamber, [Mr. Browninea,]} while his own con- 
stituents, his neighbors, and his friends who have 
|| gone forth to defend and-uphold the Government, 
| are wasting away like snow before the influences 
of an April sun, and while those who are left be- 
|| hind are being taxed to support this war to an ex- 
|| tent never before known in this country, stands 
| here and exhibits such unmistakable hostility to 
|| a measure which is calculated to make the guilty 
authors of all this suffering and of all this crime 
|| bear some portion of the burdens which he is so 
|| ready to place upon the shoulders of the liberty- 
|| loving citizens of the loyal States of the Union? 
| Why is it that he is so sensitive when the inter- 

ests of traitors are attacked, and yet so ready to 
pour out the property and the blood of Union men 
| like water to save this Union? 

Sir, weare expending $2,000,000a day, and giv- 
ing two thousand livesa week, in the cause of the 
|| country and yet, all this money and all these lives 
|| are furnished by the loyal people of the Union. 
| The men in arms against the Government do not 
| participate in this terrible sacrifice, and yet they 
|| have caused it. They have wickedly imposed this 
|| terrible necessity upon the country, and yet, when 
we seek by this billto disarm them, when we make 
| an effort to take out of their hands the weapons 

which are raised against our people, when we wish 
| to take away from them the sinews of war, when 
| we ask them to repair the injuries of the past, and 

to give securities against any wrong threatened by 
| them to be committed in the future, when we en- 
| deavor to make traitors pay their portion of the 

expenses of this war, when we attempt by the ex- 
| ercise of the right of confiscation, to force the just- 
|| ice which we cannot otherwise obtain, gentlemen 
| are found here in the Senate, who seemingly close 
| theireyes to the monstrous wrong of thisrebellion, 


| 
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| and the terrible sacrifices of our people in their 
|| efforts to suppress it, and they seem anxious to 
|| avail themseives of all excuses and subterfuges in 
'| order to evade or defeat such a result. 

Mr. President, it seems to me to be a clear and 
obvious duty, and one which we cannot properl 

| ignore or shuffle off, to employ all the means vhieb 
are placed in our hands to suppress this wicked 
and barbarous rebellion. We are bound to avail 
ourselves of all legal means, of every constitu- 
tional prerogative, of every saneneilanry right 
which a state of war places at our command, to 
punish traitors, and to trample treason and rebel- 
lion under our feet. No matter how severe the 
penalty; no matter how terrible the visitation may 
_ be upon the heads of the vile conspirators who are 
|| to-day stabbing at the heart of the nation; no 
|| matter how many estates may be forfeited, how 
|| many fields may be laid waste, how many bond- 
'| men shall be set free, it is our duty to avail our- 
|| selves of any or all these rights if the interests 
] of our country require it, or the support of our 
|| Army qn the Gloody battle-field demands it. 

Mr. President, without attempting to argue the 
constitutional right of Congress to pass alaw con- 
|| fiscating the property of rebels and traitors, I will 
| simply content myself by stating my views upon 
| this question, and by giving the principles by 
| which my action will be governed in this mat- 
|| ter. 








|| Our Government is engaged in war, gigantic, 
|| desperate, bloody war—a war which, in its pro- 
|| portions, has had no parallel in the present cen- 
| tury, and which, in its vastness, is not likely soon 
to be equaled by any of the nations of the earth. 
It is idle for us to call itanything but war. How- 
| ever pleasant and agreeable it might be to char- 
| acterize the present conflict in our country by 
some other name, still we are forced (no matter 
|| how reluctantly) to admit that we are in the midst 
ofactual war. This being our situation, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States may, and rightfully 
should, exercise all the rights of war which, in 
the law of nations, are laid down as belonging to 
and proper to be exercised by independent Gov- 
ernments. The rights of war are peculiar to a 
| state of war, and cannot fully be exercised by 
|| any nation in times of peace. Nor is the Gov- 
'| ernment of the United States, while engaged in 
| the terrific, deadly struggle for its own life, to be 
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| hedged around and chained down by those purely 
|| constitutional restrictions which were intended 
only for the government of our people in times of 
| peace. Were not the powers of the Government 
enlarged in times of national hostilities, it would 
be in vain for us to attempt to carry on a war. 
| Under our Constitution, as under the common 
| law, the house of the humblest citizen is his cas- 
tle; and so fully is he secured in its enjoyment 
that even the President himself, in times of peace 

| dare not unbidden enter it. But, sir, war comes. 
and with it its accumulated horrors, its sick, ita 
wounded, and its dead. War comes, bringing 
with it an entire revolution in the necessities of 
the country; and also a corresponding change in 
the laws by which the nation is governed. The 
| residence which to-day cannot be entered or tres- 
passed upon, except by the authority of judicial 
process, to-morrow is at the mercy and contro] 
of a single officer, who may, without any charge 
against its owner, turn him out, in order that his 
mansion may be made a hospital for the sick and 
weary soldier. 

But I need not further allude to this point, for 
its simple statement carries with it the conviction 
of its truth. Were this not so, no nation upon 
the earth could wage a successful war. 

Now, sir, what are the rights of war, and for 
what is war waged? The rights of war are all 
deduced from a single principle, and that is the 
end ofa just war. When the end for which the 
war is prosecuted is just, the rights of war grant 
to him who is waging it all necessary means to 
attain thisend. ‘The rights of war go hand in 
hand with necessity, and with the exigency ot 
the case. Sir, [ claim in defense of the right of 
confiscation, that it is necessary to compel the 
guilty authors of this rebellion to indemnify the 
loyal people of the country for the suffering and 
expense to which they have been subjected, in 
consequence of this rebellion. 

The nation has the undoubted right to indem- 
nify itself for the great wrongs which it has suf- 
fered, and that indemnity may rightfully be de- 
manded of those who have forced the nation into 
this war. The people upon whom the confisca- 
tion act will operate, are those who have forced 
us into this war. They are the authors of all this 
violence. They have compelled the nation to use 
force, to raise armies, to build ships of war, to 
expend marvelous amounts of money and oceans 
of blood to preserve the rights of this nation; and 
they have no right to complain if things proceed 
so far that they shall lose either their lives or their 
fortunes in the struggle. 

Another right which the nation has in war is 
thatof weakening the enemy, of taking away from 
him the means of maintaining war, and weaken- 
ing him from supporting an unjust and wicked 
violence. An able author upon the law of nations 
says: 

** A nation has a right to deprive the enemy of his pos- 
sessions and goods, of everything which may augment his 
forces and enable him to make war. 

**This every one endeavors to perform in the manner 
most suiffble to him. A nation on every opportunity lays 
its hands on the enemy’s goods, appropriates them tv itself, 
and thereby, besides weakening the adversary, strengthens 
itself, and at least, in part, procures an indemnification, an 
equivalent, either for the very cause of the war, or for the 
expense and losses resulting from it. A natéon here does 
itself justice.”’ 

I admit that violent remedies should not be wan- 
tonly used, that there should be a great necessity 
for the exercise of them before they should be 
resorted to. But, Mr. President, does not that 
necessity exist here, and now? 

Let the Senators from Illinois [Mr. Brownine] 
and Pennsylvania [Mr. Cowan] go home to 
they,eonstituents, where there is a sepulcher in 
codaaien over which the grass has not yet 
erteme and in the midst of the gloom and deso- 

ation and mourning that surround them, pro- 
pound to them the questions: is it right, is it just, 
1s it necessary that the authors ofall this mourn- 
ing and desolation and gloom should be com- 

led to indemnify the nation, in some degree at 
oaie forall the terrible sacrifices which have been 
made? And, sir, what will be their reply? What 
will be theirindignation when you argue to them 
as you have argued here in the Senate that it is 
not right, nor just, nor necessary, and that there 
is no power in Congress to compel the guilty mur- 
derers of their husbands, their fathers, and their 
sons, to make indemnity for the sufferings and the 
wrongs which have been borne by our people? 
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What will they say, if you argue to them as it 
has been argued here that we must be kind and 
tender and conciliating with our southern neigh- 
bors; that we must win them back by kindness; 
and that the Constitution, which they have wan- 
tonly violated and outraged, extends to these 
rebels and traitors the same protection which, in 
times of peace, it extended to the whole people of 
the country? Why, sir, it would be an insult to 
the understanding of the suffering, mourning peo- 
ple represented by those honofable Sentlemen. It 
would be an insult to their humanity. 

Mr. President, while the Senator from I!linois 
strenuously opposes all bills confiscating the prop- 
erty of rebels as entirely unconstitutional, I under- 
stand that he admits that in time of war the rights 
and powers of the Governmentare, and necessarily 
must be, greatly enlarged from the necessities of 
the case. 1 understand himtoadmit that in times 
of war, if the necessity exists, private property 
may be taken and appropriated by the Govern- 
ment without due process of law; that the coun- 
try through which our Army passes may be laid 
waste; that we may raze every house, burn every 
blade of grass, and utterly devastate the country, 
if the military necessity for such procedure ex- 
ists; indeed, that we may free every slave and con- 
fiscate the entire property of the enemy; but he 
denies entirely that Congress has any power what- 
ever to exercise any of these rights of war. These 
powers, he claims, must be exercised by the Presi- 
dent alone; and that neither the people themselves, 
nor their representatives in Congress, have any 
voice whatever in regulating or providing the wa 
and manner in which the war shall be Sanibel. 
I understand him to declare that the power of Con- 
gress is limited to raising and equipping armies, 
and to providing money for the conduct of the war. 
This being done, he contends that the representa- 
tives of the people have no more voice or authority 
in the matter, and that it would be an assumption 
of power on their part if they should attempt to 
inquire even as to the disposition which is being 
made of the troops which have been raised and 
the money which has been appropriated to carry 
on the war. This vast power, he contends, rests 
entirely in the arbitrary control of one man, and 
Congress cannot direct, in the slightest manner, 
asto the exercise of that high prerogative. The 
money which the people have appropriated may 
be squandered in fruitless and unwise campaigns, 
our Army be employed in defending the property 
of rebels, and in catching and returning runaway 
slaves to their rebel masters; the property of reb- 
els may be guarded by Union soldiers, while our 
sick and wounded may be crowded upon the deck 
of a narrow dirty schooner, as was the case at the 
White House, with nothing but the dirty, brackish 
water of the river to drink, while but a few rods 
distant Union soldiers were guarding, with their 
bayonets, the sparkling silver spring of a rebel 
general; and yet the representatives of the people 
have no right to complain of these things, and have 
no power to provide against their recurrence in the 
future ! * 

Mr. President, I rejuice with exceeding joy that 
these are not the views of the President of the 
United States. I rejoice that the warm republic- 
an heart of our worthy Chief Magistrate is closed 
against any such despotic, monstrous doctrine as 
this. We are notin doubt as to the views of the 
President touching the authority of Congress in 
exercising and carrying out the war powers of the 
Government. He has placed himself upon the 
record, not in favor of the obnoxious doctrines of 
the Senator from Illinois, but in favor of the rights 
and authority of Congress. He places himself, in 
regard to the legitimate prerogative of Congress, 
on the platform where every man who was ac- 
quainted with him knew he would stand. 

No man knows better than Mr. Lincoln that it 
is not the peculiar province and duty of the Pres- 
ident to defend the liberties of the American people; 
and no man would feel more reluctant than he to 
array himself against the representatives of the 
people and the representatives of the States in 
Congress assembled. 

Sir, it is fortunate indeed that in this trying 
hour we have a President who is content with the 
exercise of his simple constitutional prerogatives. 
With anarmy of halfa million subjectto his order, 
and with untold millions of money at his disposal, 
were he more ambitious and less honest than he 
is, and did he entertain the views advocated by the 
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Senator from Illinois, as to the powers and pre- |! 
rogatives of Congress, we should have a military || 
dictator at once, and that would be an end of con- || 
stitutional liberty and of representative govern- | 
ment on this continent. But, sir, Mr. Lincoln 
advocates no such doctrines; he has no such am- }| 
bition. I said that he had placed himself upon the 
record on the question of the right and power of 
Congress to confiscate the property of rebels. On 
the 6th of August last, Congress passed, as a war 
measure, a law confiscating the property and set- 
ting free the slaves of certain rebel masters, and 
the President at once approved thatact. Had he 
entertained the sentiments of the Senator from 
Illinois he would have returned that bill to the | 
House in which it originated, with a message de- | 
claring that Congress was usurping prerogatives 
which were, by the Constitution, vested in the 
President alone, and that it would be dangerous 
to the liberties of the people were he to permit 
such an unwarrantable exercise of power on the 
part of Congress. But, sir, Mr. Lincoln did no 
such thing; he gave the measure his ready and | 
earnest support. 
But, sir, this is not all. Not many weeks after | 
the approval of this act by the President, General 
Frémont, then being in command of the Western 
department, issued a proclamation broader in its 
terms than the act of Congress, and which, I con- 
fess, suited me much better than that act, because 
it proclaimed freedom to all the slaves of rebel 
masters, while the law of Congress was limited to 
the slaves actually employed in the rebel army. 
Well, sir, what was the course of the President 
touching that proclamation? I regret that he did 
not entirely approve it, because, as I said, the 
proclamation suited me better than the act of Con- || 
gress. But Mr. Lincoln modified that proclama- 
tion, and he based his action entirely and solely 
upon the fact that it did not conform to the law of 
Congress upon that subject. This is the order: 


Wasuinoton, D. C., September 11, 1861. 

Sir: Yours ofthe &th, inanswerto mine of the 2d instant, 
is just received. Assuming that you, upon the ground, 
could better judge of the necessities of your position than 
I could at this distance, on seeing your proclamation of 
August 30th, I perceived no general objection to it. 

The particular clause, however, in relation to the confis- 
cation of property and the liberation of slaves, appeared to 
me to be objectionable in its non-conformity to the act of 
Congress, passed the 6th of last August, upon the same sub- 
ject, and henee I wrote you, expressing my wish that the 
clause should be modified accordingly. 








| war. 





Your answer, just received, expresses the preference on 
your part that I should make an open order for the modifi- 
cation, which I very cheerfully do. It is therefore ordered, | 
that the said clause of said proclamation be so modified, 


held, and construed, as to conform to and not to transcend || 


the provisions on the same subject contained in the act of | 
Congress entitled “‘An act to confiscate property used for | 


insurrectionary purposes,”? approved August 6, 1861, and || 


that said act be published at length with this order. 
Your obedient servant, A. LINCOLN. 
Major General Joun C. Frémonr. | 
The language of the order is: ‘*that the said 
clause of said proclamation be so modified, held, 
and construed, as to conform to and not to trans- 
cend the provisions of an act of Congress, enti- 
tled ‘An act to confiscate property used for insur- 
rectionary purposes, approved August 6, 1861.’ ”’ 
What was President Lincoln about if the Senator 
from Illinois is correct when he declares that Con- | 
gress has no constitutional right to confiscate the | 
property of rebels ? 
Sir, Mr. Lincoln entertained no fears that Con- | 
gress would attempt to usurp the constitutional 
prerogatives of the executive department of the | 
Government; but he did fear that the executive 
officers might not always conform their action to 
the strict letter of the law. 
the struggle had been long and severe to rescue 


liberty from the grasp of executive power; and he || 


also knew that the safest and best rule was to fol- 
low the strict letter of the law. Not so with the 
Senator from Illinois. His great fear is that Con- 
gress will pass some law confiscating the property 
of rebels, and that by such unwarrantable assump- 
tionof power,which belongs tothe Presidentalone, 
the liberties of the people will be endangered ! 
In his speech in answer to the argument of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator from 
Illinois said, speaking of that Senator’s position: 


*T understand him to contend that Congress may cxer- 
cise powers to-day, because war exists, which it cannot | 
assert to-morrow if peace ensues, and it is from this assump- 
tion of a shifting power that he deduces authority to Con- 
gress to pass the bill under consideration. I wish to dohim 
no injustice, and therefore quote his own language. He 
says: 

*¢ There is not one of the rights of war which Congress 
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may notinvoke. There is not a single weapon in its terri 
ble arsenal which Congress may not grasp.’ 

* And again: 

“* But when claiming these powers for Congress, it must 
not be forgotten that there is a limitation of time with re- 
gard to theirexercise. Whatever is done against the rebels 
in our character as belligerents under the rights of war, 
must be done during war, and not after its close.’ 

‘That this is true when spoken of the Government I now 
admit, and always have admitted; but that it is trae when 
spoken of Congress | utterly deny. ‘There is not one of the 
rights of war which’ the Government ‘may not invoke.’ 
There are many which Congress dare not touch without be 
coming a usurper. And now t desire, in all kindness, and 
with all possible respect, to ask the gentleman whether It 
is his deliberate judgment as a lawyer and a Senator, that 
Congress possesses attributes and may exercise powers in 
the exigency of war which it dees not possess and may not 
exercise when peace and tranquillity overspread the land? 

“Mr. Sumner. Does the Senator wish an answer? 

“Mr. Brownine. [ have certainly no objection to an 
answer. 

‘““Mr. Sumner. Tanswer most clearly that Congress has 
powers during war and against public enemies which it has 
not during peace towards any citizens of the United States. 
There are rights of war which belong to all nations, and the 
United States is not without them. Those rights may all 
be exercised through Congress, but they must be exercised 
in the time of war. As rights of war, they are limited to 
There are penal statutes, statutes against treason, 
statutes for the punishment of rebellion, which may be en 
forced at any time, both in war and in peace ; but the rights 
of war grow out of war, and can be exercised only during 


i} war.?? 


lagree with these words of the honorable Sena- 


| tor from Massachusetts; but according to the hon- 


orable Senator from Illinois it would be extremely 
dangerous for these “ shifting powers’’ to be lodged 
in the hands of the immediate representatives of 


| the people, but it is all right and wise and consti- 


tutional and consistent with liberty for the Presi- 
dent to possess them, and toexercise them when- 
ever he thinks proper so to do. 

But, sir, the Senator again contends, that because 
the command of the Army is lodged in the hands 
of the President, therefore Congress has no power 
to make any law regulating the government of the 
Army. While I shall not stop now to answer this, 


| in my judgment, absurd and monstrous proposi- 


tion of the Senator from [llinois, for it was fully and 
clearly answered and refuted by the Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. Howarp] yesterday, | will con- 
tent myself with entering my most solemn protest 
against this abominable heresy. It is a doctrine 
which, if permitted to become fixed as the poticy 
of the nation, will sweep away at once every prin- 
ciple of constitutional liberty orthis continent, and 
with it every feature of representative govern- 
ment. Asa member of the Senate, I will never 
give up the right of this body carefully to watch 
over and defend every interest of the whole coun- 
try, and to resist attacks, coming from whatever 
quarter they may, which tend to remove the an- 
cient landmarks of the Constitution. 

Sir, if the Congress of the nation surrenders its 
right to watch over and protect every interest of 
the whole country; if it gives up its right to be 
heard upon all great questions of public interest, 
in the language of Mr. Webster “it is a repre- 


| sentative body no longer; it has broken the ties 


between itself and its constituents, and henceforth 


| is fitonly to be regarded as an inert, self-sacrificed 


mass, from which all appropriate principle of 


| vitality has departed forever.’?” When the people 


of my State are upon * the tented field,” neither 


| the Senator from Illinois nor the Senator from 


He knew well that || 


Pennsylvania, nor any other power, can compe! 


| me, as a Senator, vo surrender the right which | 


possess as a representative of a sovereign State 
to demand that the troops which go forth from 
Minnesota to maintain the honor and glory of the 
nation, shall go forth under proper regulations, 
marked out and defined by a proper and well 
defined law of the land. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois, in his 
speech the other day, used this remarkable lan- 
guage, speaking of the danger of legislative en- 
croachment upon the other departments of the 
Government: * thus boldly begun, where will it 
end?’ Sir, when was it boldly begun? At the 
extra session of Congress, last summer, they be- 
gun this system of usurpation, ag it is denounced 
by the Senator, in the passage of the confiscation 


| law, which Mr. Lincoln approved, and which he 


required to be enforced to the letter. Is thata 
usurpation of legislative power, when the Execa- 
tive joins with the law-making power of the land 
to enforce and carry out the strict letter of that 
law? The Senator from Illinois said further: 


‘It is from the legialative department of the Government 
that danger is to be apprehended, not the exeeutive or ju- 
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dicial. They are inherently weak, and we cannot too care- 
fully guard against encroachments upon their prerogatives 
by the legislative departnent.”’ 

When General Jackson sent his protest to this 
body against the action of the Senate in a certain 
case, Daniel Webster and Henry Clay did not 
talk as the Senator from Illinois talks about the 
encroachments of the legislative power of this 
Government. They declared that the liberties of 
this country, if they were defended at ali, must 
be defended by the immediate representatives of 
the people. The sovereignty of this nation lies 
buried with the people of this country. It is notin 
the President, nor is it in the judicial department 
of the Government. It rests with the people. 
They select their immediate spokesmen; they send 
their representatives to the great council of the 
nation, 
charter and their commission from the people 


themselves; they get it not from any other power; | 
and itis an absurdity for the Senator from Illi- | 


nois, or the Senator from Pennsylvania, to de- 
clare that there is danger of encroachment upon 
the rights of the people from their immediate and 
chosen representatives. 

Perhaps, sir, | have consumed more time in al- 


luding to this obnoxious, this offensive doctrine | 


promulgated by the Senator from Illinois, than its 
importance reaily demands. Were there any great 


length. 
These being my views, I believe in the right 


from the House of Representatives, confiscating 


the property of rebels and traitors who are in arms | 


against the Government. Believing that Congress 
has the right to exercise this power, | am in favor 
of its immediate exercise by Congress; and Iam 
therefore opposed to the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire. I do not regard the 
bill of the Senate select committee which he has 
moved as an amendment, as efficient as the one 
that has been sent to us from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

And now, Mr. President, permit me to say that 
if we leave this Chamber, if we adjourn this Con- 
gress and go home to our people who are borne 
down with grief and sorrow, holding the tax bill 
in our hands, and say to them, ** you must mourn 
in silence over the graves of your children, you 
must pay the enormous taxes necessary to carry 
on this war; but the necessity did not exist for us 
to compel your wicked enemies to contribute their 
portion of the vast expense; do not give vent, 
good people, to your sufferings; pay your money; 
we must be kind and merciful and conciliatory to 
these murderers, traitors, and worse than crim- 
inals; but you must suffer and submit in silence.”’ 
The Senators from Illinois and Pennsylvania 
may go to their constituents with these words of 


consolation upon their lips, but I declare I never | 


will. I am for stripping these rebels of every- 
thing they possess, and | am for turning it over 
to indemnify our people in some degree for the 


terrible sufferings which they have sustained. We | 


cannot give them back the lives of their children, 
of their brothers, and of their husbands; but we 
can do something to convince them that we, at 
least, sympathize with them in the conflictin which 
they have been engaged. 

Mr. COWAN. 1 had not intended to say a 


single word further in this debate, but [ cannot 


allow the remarks which have fallen from the | 
honorable Senator from Minnesota to go to the | 
country without at least a denial as to the general | 


views they contain. I am as much interested in 
suppressing this rebellion, and Ishould say per- 


haps five or six times as much interested in re- | 
leving my people from the taxes which they must | 
necessarily pay in order to carry on this war, as 


the Senator from Minnesota, because they will pay 
five or six times as much as his people. 

Mr. HARRIS. Fifty times as much. 

Mr. COWAN. Perhaps fifty times as much, 
as suggested by the Senator from New York. 


But, Mr. President, while [am thus interested, it | 


strikes me it is not a questica as to our motives. 


lam perfectly free to admit that the Senator from | 
Minnesota is governed by as honest and as just | 


motives as any other Senator on this floor; but I 
deny that his method of suppressing this rebel- 
lion is, it my opinion, the best one. He says 


Those representatives come with their | 





| lieve in that latter doctrine. 


that we are in favor of dealing leniently with trai- 
tors. Why, sir, I have not lee a word of that 
kind uttered upon this floor on the part of any 
Senator whatever. The Senator from Illinois, 
[Mr. Brownina,]and myself, have insisted stren- 
uously and I think fairly that the loyal people of 
the southern States ought to be dealt with len- 
iently; thatthey ought not to be classed as traitors, 
and that they ought not to be visited with the 
punishments which are due only to traitors. 
There are but two methods of dealing with this 
rebelliop. One of them is to proceed against it 
without any regard whatever to the wishes, feel- 
ings, or opinions of the people of the border States 
within which slavery prevails, who have repre- 
sentatives on this floor; the other is to endeavor, 
if possible, to build upand establish and strengthen 
a Union party in those States—indeed in all the 
slave States—which, when its efforts are seconded 
by ours, and by the military force of the country, 
we may be able to suppress the rebellion. I be- 
I believe that this 
rebellion can only be suppressed, and successfully 
suppressed, by our joining hands with the Union 
men of the southern States, by consulting them, 
and their advice and their opinions, as to the best 
methods of achieving this great result. As I un- 


| derstand the Senator from Minnesota, and the 
j | school to which he belongs, he asserts that their 
number of members in the Senate Chamber or in || 
the other House who advocated such a doctrine, | 
perhaps it would be proper to consider it more at | 


opinions are of no value; that we have followed 
in their lead too long, &c. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I do not know by what 
authority the Senator from Pennsylvania states 


_ that I hold that we are not to pay any attention to 
and power of Congress to pass the bill as it came || 
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the wishes of the Union men of the South. If} 


the Senator will permit me, I will relate a cireum- 
stance that occurred in one of these rebellious 


|| States, as told me the other day by a gentleman 


from Knoxville, Tennessee. He was taken, with 
thirty other persons, private citizens, placed un- 
der the boiler-deck of one of the little stern-wheel 
river steamboats, where the hold was but three 
feet, where they could not sit upright, even, kept 
four or five days in that situation, taken down 
South, putin prison, and that it cost him and two 
other men $2,500 to obtain their release at Rich- 
mond. Now, the point which he made to me was 
this: said he, **if you do not punish these rebels 
by some bold, decisive act on the part of the Gov- 
ernment, it is useless for us to attempt to remain 
in the country; we shall have to leave it.’’ That 
man was a brother-in-law of Mr. Brownlow. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have letters to the same 
effect. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Sir, we do sympathize 
with the Union men of that country. 

Mr. COWAN. True, Mr. President; and the 
bold, decisive strokes which we are in favor of 
making in behalf of that gentleman and others in 
like situation, is to employ the military force of 
this country in war to suppress this rebellion and 
so far as the municipal power of this Government 
is concerned, we intend to hang on a gallows, if 
you please, as high as Haman’s, all those who 
are convicted and are a guilty of instigating it. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I do not desire to inter- 
rupt the Senator, but I wish to state another 
thing that gentleman told me. He was a very 
intelligent gentleman. He said they wanted a 
Tennessee man to command the forces in Ten- 
nessee, and he gave this as a reason: ** your offi- 
cers will not punish these guerrillas as they ought 
to be punished, but if you will give us one of our 
men and letour Union men who have been robbed 
and plundered take up their muskets against them, 
we will see that they are taken care of as they 
ought to be.”? The difficulty is that our soldiers 
in the field do not punish traitors; and thatis what 
we are complaining about. They protect them; 
they guard their property; they shield them from 
harm, while they leave the Union men to be 
robbed and plundered by the traitors who are in 
arms against the Government. 

Mr. COWAN. I do not understand it to be 
proposed as the effect of this bill that it will cor- 
rect that mischief. That, if it be a mischief at 
all, is to be corrected in an entirely different quar- 
ter. I do not suppose honorable Senators here 
think that we have any power to compel the com- 
mander of our armies to do the things which are 
required to be done by these people who have 
been injured. That is all regulated by law, and 
a law which is as well fixed, as well settled, as any 
law can be in the world; a law which is in war 








| measure of warfare. 











| determine that? 


operative upon both belligerents, paramount, far 
paramount, to any law we could pass on the sub- 


ject. 


But to come back, the Senator from Minnesota 


says 

Mr. SHERMAN. I donot intend to Mingle in 
this debate; but I should like to ask my friend a 
question. 

Mr. COWAN. Certainly. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I will ask him whether 
there is not in waf a law of retaliation; whether 
he does not know that the enemies of this coun- 
try now in arms against it have not only seized 
the property of Union men, and confiscated and 
sequestered, but imprisoned and robbed them; 
and whether we can wege war against such en- 
emies with such mild implements as my friend 
would use? Itis impossible; and therefore—and 
for that reason alone—as an element of warfare 
against men who have resorted to every means of 
warfare, I will resort to confiscation or any other 
That is my ground. 

Mr. COWAN. That question has been an- 
swered at least twenty times upon this floor. | 
am notso certain whether this will not be the third 





| or fourth time that I myself have answered it. | 


say that in war we have a right to retaliate. If 


| the rebels will murder prisoners, we have a right 


to murder prisoners, too—not to establish the mur- 
der of prisoners as a rule of war, but to prevent 
them from making it one. If the rebels will take 
and destroy private property in this war, then we 
have a right to retaliate and destroy private prop- 
erty for the same reason. But, Mr. President, the 
true question lies beyond all that. Who is to 
Who is to determine when this 
retaliatory law is to come into play? This Con- 
gress? Sir, it is absurd. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask my friend an- 
other question. 

Mr. COWAN. Perhaps the Senator had bet- 
ter wait until I answer the first one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to ask him if this 

uestion, whether Congress or the President has 
this power, has not been discussed in the Senate 
-by every member of the Senate, and every opin- 
ion expressed upon it that possibly could be? 
lask him whether, that being the only question 
in dispute between Senators voting on these dif- 
ferent propositions, it has not already been dis- 
cussed not only five or six times, but fifty or 
sixty times? 

r. COWAN. I claim the right to retaliate on 
my honorable friend the Senator from Ohio, that 
if it has been discussed so often and so frequently, 
and everybody has expressed his opinion upon 
it, why did he ask me the question? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Simply to remind the Sen- 
ator that it was not a new question. I was very 


| desirous of getting a vote; and that was really my 


motive. 

Mr. COWAN. Then I simply desire to remind 
the Senator of the answer that hs been so often 
given to him; and his memory may be presumed 
to be as##good as mine, and I have no doubt it is. 

But, to come back to the question: some of us 
are arraigned here because it is alleged we do 
things which are calculated to encourage this re- 
bellion, and add to its strength. That I utterly 
deny. I suppose no. man will be bold enough to 
say, or even to hint—he ought not, at least, in 
fairness—that we intend to do any such thing. 
We all desire to put down the rebellion. 1am 
charitable enough to suppose that desire exists 
with all loyal men everywhere. The question is, 
how is itto be done? Some of us think, on I said 
before, that it is to be done by conciliating the 
people of the States within which the rebellion 
prevails in order to achieve our purpose. What 
do we want for that purpose? Is it not friends? 
The more friends we have, the more friends we 
make, are we not the more certain at last to suc- 
ceed in ourenterprise? Would gentlemen be will- 
ing to avow that they desired to nrake enemies 
in the border States? Certainly they would not. 
There is no man but would say that he desires to 
have all Maryland, all Kentucky, all Tennessee, 
and all Missouri upon our side. I think no man 
will deny but that they are essential to our suc- 
cess. eens then, are we to get Tennessee, Mis- 
souri, Kentucky, Maryland, Western Virginia, 
and North Carolina upon our side? Are we to 
do it by violating the will and the wish of the 
people of those States? Surely not; uo one can 
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